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THE 
LANCASHIRE & YORKSHIRE ACCIDENT 


INSURANCE COMPANY, Lrtp. 
HEAD OFFICE: 37, PRINCESS STREET, MANCHESTER. 


Established 1877. Capital, £200,000. 


This COMPANY’S GUARANTEE BONDS are accepted by 
H.M. COURTS OF CHANCERY and BOARD OF TRADE, and by 
all Departments of H.M. Government. 

The ‘‘ CLIMAX”? POLICY of the Company provides against 
ACCIDENTS —ILLNESS— PERMANENT DISABLEMENT, &c. 
Capital Sums Assured under the Policy are added to annually under a 
CUMULATIVE BONUS SCHEME. 


Policies are also issued indemnifying Employers in relation to the Work- 
men’s Compensation Acts, 1897-1900, the Employers’ Liability Act, 1880, 
and at Common Law, and Public Liability (Third Party) Risks. 

R. KENNEDY MITCHELL, Manager and Secretary. 


PHCENIX ASSURANCE ©O., Ltd. 


PHCENIX FIRE OFFICE. 


ESTABLISHED 1782. 
19, LOMBARD STREET, and 57, CHARING CROSS, LONDON. 
Lowest Current Rates. 
Liberal and Prompt Settlements. 
Assured free of all Liability. 
Electric Lighting Rules supplied. 


IMPORTANT TO SOLICITORS 
4 In Drawing LEASES or MORTGAGES of xX 
LICENSED PROPERTY 


To see that the Insurance Covenants include a policy covering the risk of 
LOSS OR FORFEITURE OF THE LICENSE. 

Suitable clauses, settled by Counsel, can be obtained on application to 
THE LICENSES INSURANCE CORPORATION AND 
GUARANTEE FUND, LIMITED, 

24, MOORGATE STREET, LONDON, E.C. 
Mortgages Guaranteed on Licensed Properties promptly, without 
special valuation and at low rates. 


LEGAL AND GENERAL LIFE ASSURANCE 
SOCIETY. 
ESTABLISHED 1836. 
10, FLEET STREET, LONDON. 
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Current Topics. 


Tue Kine shewed his interest in the work of the Law 
Society by making the shortest possible delay in opening 
the new wing, and by bringing with him the gracious presence 
of the Queen and Princess Vicrorta. Nothing could pass off 
better than the ceremony, and it may be hoped that his Majesty 
renewed on this occasion the pleasant associations of his visit, 
when Prince of Wales, to a dinner of the society, when he 
remained until a late hour chatting with his hosts. So late indeed 
was the hour that several members of the Council who resided 
outside London failed to catch their last trains, and were lost to 
their families until next day. 


WE ak GLaD to learn that there is some improvement in the 
transaction of business in the Estate Duty Department, though 
a good deal of ground for complaint still exists, especially as 
regards returns of duty. Let us hope that the department are 
going to do more than their cautious letter to the Law Society, 
on which we commented last week, might have led one to 
suppose. 





Mr. Kensir has given notice of appeal to quarter sessions 
against the Lord Mayor’s conviction and f fine for interruption of 
the recent ordination service at St. Paul’s Cathedral. The power 
to appeal (which under the general Summary Jurisdiction Act, 
1879, s. 19, is limited to a sentence of imprisonment) is specially 
given by section 4 of the Ecclesiastical Courts Jurisdiction Act, 


, 1860, and applies both to the imprisonment and to the fine to 


which an offender may be alternatively sentenced under that Act. 
The court of appeal will have jurisdiction both in law and fact, 
and there will be no further power of appeal, as the case is a 
criminal one. Had the appeal been by way of special case to 
the High Court under the Summary Jurisdiction Act, 1857 (20 





& 21 Vict. c. 43), it must have been limited to questions of law only. 
The statutory power to appeal to quarter sessions on both law 
and fact does not take away the power to appeal to the High 
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Court upon law only, but the two appeals are strictly alternative, 
it being provided by section 14 of the Act of 1857 that— 


Any person who shall appeal under the provisions of this Act against 
any determination of a justice or justices of the peace from which he is by law 
entitled to appeal to the quarter sessions shall be taken to have abandoned 
such last-mentioned right of appeal finally and conclusively, and to all 
intents and purposes. 





WE reap in one of the French newspapers that judgment has 
just been given in Paris in an action brought by the plaintiff to 
recover commission under an agreement to find a wife for her 
friend, the defendant. The action was defended on the ground 
that the bargain was illegal, and the court sustained the defence, 
holding that it was not in the interest of society that a third 
person should influence the negotiations preliminary to a 
marriage with the sole view of making money. This decision 
may be one of considerable importance, for we have heard that 
agents are in France frequently employed to negotiate marriages, 
and it is an undoubted fact that foreign newspapers are well 
supplied with matrimonial advertisements. This practice of 
employing agents may be founded upon the civil law, by which 
proxenete, or matchmakers, were allowed to stipulate for a reward, 
not exceeding a certain amount, for promoting marriages; but it 
is very long since the English courts first decided that 
contracts or agreements for promoting marriages for reward, 
(marriage brokage contracts) were void. In the case of Hall v. 
Potter (3 Lev. 411) Tuomas Tuywnnez gave a bond conditioned to 
pay the defendant £500 within three months after he should be 
married to the Lady Octz, “‘a widow of great fortune and 
honour.” Tuynne’s executors afterwards filed a bill in Chancery 
for relief, contending that the bond was void. A case much 
relied upon in favour of the obligation was one of Foster and 
Ramsey, where the defendant Fosrzr promised to pay the plain- 
tiff £50 ‘if he would procure Ramsgy, a widow, to marry him,” 
and an action was brought to recover this £50 after the 
marriage. The Master of the Rolls having ordered the bond 
given by Tuynnz to be delivered up to be cancelled, his decree 
was reversed by Lord Keeper Somwznrs, but upon appeal to the 
House of Lords, the decision of the Master of the Rolls was 
restored. The argument against the bond was that if the user 
of such securities should be allowed they might prove the 
occasion of many unhappy marriages, to the prejudice and dis- 
comfort of the best of families, and that marriages ought to be 
procured and promoted by the mediation of friends and relations 
and not of hirelings. Finally; in the year 1750, in Cole v. 
Gibson (1 Vesey sen. 503) Lord Hanrpwicke expressed his 
opinion that nothing tended more to introduce improper matches 
than marriage brokage contracts, and that they ought to be set 
aside, not for the sake of the particular instance, but of the 

ublic, in order that marriage may be upon a proper foundation. 
he ruling of our courts appears to have had a salutary effect, 
for while many complaints are made of the increase of claims 
for commission in this country, we no longer hear of actions 


upon marriage brokage contracts. 





A summons charging the proprietors of the Hammersmith 
Palace of Varieties with keeping the house for the public per- 
formance of a stage play without a licence from the Lord 
Chamberlain or the London County Council was heard a few 
days ago by one of the metropolitan police magistrates. The 
law upon this subject, as is well known, is contained in the 
Theatres Act, 1843, section 2 of which prohibits the keeping of 
any place of public resort for the public performances of stage 
plays without letters patent or licence. By the interpretation 
clause, section 23, the word “ stage-play” is to include ‘‘ every 
tragedy, comedy, farce melodrama . or other 
entertainment of the stage or any part thereof.” Evidence was 

ven that there was a dramatic representation in the Palace of 

arieties called “‘ The Fighting Parson,” which consisted of four 
scenes ; occupied in the playing some forty minutes, and was 
performed by seven or eight principal characters and a number 
of supernumeraries. The defence was practically that the Act had 
become obsolete, which is scarcely justified by the lapse of time, 
but there can be no doubt that the great increase in the number 
and importance of music halls has materially altered the con- 
ditions which existed in the pasa 1843, It appears from the 
evidence taken Lefore a Select Committee appointed to inquire into 





the subject, that many are of opinion that the existing restric. 
tions which prevent music halls from giving theatrical entertain 
ments should be discontinued, and that the removal of these 
restrictions would improve the class of entertainment and 
thereby benefit the public without interfering with the theatres, 
On the other hand, many of the managers and proprietors of 
theatres insisted that to licence music halls to perform stage 
plays would draw away a large proportion of the audience from 
the theatres, and that it would necessarily turn theatres into musi¢ 
halls by permitting stage plays to be given where smoking and 
drinking were allowed in the auditorium. The committee 
recommended that in the music halls called theatres of varieties 
it should be made lawful (without the possession of a licence for 
stage plays) publicly to present performances commonly called 
“ sketches” if the duration of ot such performance should not 
exceed thirty minutes. This recommendation has not been 
followed by legislation, and although the sketches referred to 
have been tolerated, it was not to be expected that performances 
of greater length would be treated with the same indulgence, 
In these circumstances, the magistrate convicted the defendant, 
but mitigated the penalty in consideration of the character of 
the entertainment. 





Taz Covrt or Appgzat have affirmed, in Re Gough and 
Aspatria, §c., Water Board (1904, 1 K. B. 417), the principle 
that in assessing compensation for land taken by a public body 
regard may be had to any special value which the land may 
possess for the purpose for which it is required. In various 
cases compensation has been allowed for the increase in the 
value of land where it was probable that this increase would 
occur—where, for example, agricultural land has a prospective 
value as building land. “ A jury,” said Cocxsury, ©.J., in Leg. v. 
Brown (L. R. 2 Q. B., p. 631), “ have to consider the real value 
of the land, and may take into account not only the present 
purpose to which the land is applied, but also any other 
more beneficial purpose to which in the course of events 
at no remote period it may be applied, just as an owner might 
do if he were bargaining with a purchaser in the market.” But 
no case has yet found its way into the regular reports in which 
this principle has been applied where the prospective value 
depends on the use of the land for the purpose for which it is 
being acquired, though the case of Ossalinsky v. Corporation of 
Manchester, where the principle was recognized, is given in 
Browne & Allan’s Law of Compensation (2nd ed, p. 659). It 
was suggested in the present case of Re Gough and Aspatria, §c., 
Water Board that, before the special value can be taken into 
account under such circumstances, it must be shewn that 
there is a possible competitor for the land who wants to acquire 
it for the same purpose. ‘The hypothetical rivalry of the 
two competitors would thus furnish a basis upon which a 
commercial value could be given to the special adaptability of 
the land. But it is not clear why such competition should be 
required. If a man receives an offer for land and knows that 
the proposing purchaser wants it for a special purpose, he can 
take advantage of the fact and raise the price, although there is 
no other possible buyer who is moved by the same motives. In 
the present case, accordingly, the Court of Appeal held that the 
special value of the land for the purposes of the Water Board 
might be taken into account in assessing the compensation, 
without evidence being given that the land could be similarly 
used by other local authorities. 





Frvzs and deductions from pay for spoilt materials may very 
easily become instruments of great oppression and hardship in 
the hands of some employers of labour. This is especially so 
where the workpeople are females. The Truck Act of 1896 is 
aimed at minimizing this danger. Section 2 provides that an 
employer shali not make any contract with any workman for 
any deduction from his pay, or for any payment to the employer, 
in respect of bad work or injury to materials, unless ‘‘ the terms 
of the contract are contaived in a notice kept constantly affixed 
at such place or places open to the workman, and in such 4 
position that it may be easily seen, read, and copied by any 
person whom it affects; or the contract isin writing, signed by 
the workman.” It is also provided that the deduction or pay- 
ment must not exceed the actual or estimated damage, and that 
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the amount of the deduction must be ‘fair and reasonable 
having regard to all the circumstances of the case.” No deduc- 
tion may be made except in accordance with such contract. A 
case was recently before a metropolitan police magistrate in 
which the sufficiency of a notice was called in question, and the 
case is one which may well receive some attention from 
employers. The defendants were collar and cuff manufacturers 
employing a large number of women. For one of the 
processes in the making of cuffs the women were paid 
at the rate of 2s. a gross. A notice was posted up 
in the workroom simply stating that any employee spoil- 
ing work would be charged for the same. One woman 
was said to have have “spoilt” twenty cuffs, and accordingly 
the sum of 6s, 8d. was deducted from her pay. The notice quite 
fulfilled all requirements as to being posted in a conspicuous 
manner, but it was a question for the magistrate whether it 
was in law a sufficient notice under the Act. If not, the 
defendants had committed an offence under the Act in making 
the deduction. The magistrate decided that the notice was not 
sufficient, and he was probably quite right in his finding. It 
can hardly be said that such a notice contained the ‘‘terms” of 
the contract. If the notice was sufficient, it clearly amounted to 
a contract under the Act, but to be sufficient it must contain the 
terms. This notice was extremely wide and general ; it was aimed 
at ‘‘ spoiling,” which is somewhat ambiguous. It was also vague 
as to the amount to be deducted or paid. The Act provides un- 
limited damages, but there was a condition that the person 
spoiling work should be “charged for the same.” On what 
basis she was to be charged was not stated. In fact she was 
charged as much for “spoiling” twenty cuffs as she could 
earn by working on 480. This is certainly not in accordance 
with the spirit of the Act, which requires that employees should 
be informed with reasonable accuracy what they ion to pay in 
certain circumstances. It may well be doubted also whether 
in this case the deduction could be described as “fair and 
reasonable,” though if the notice was not sufficient this would not 
be important. Employers must understand that notices under 
the Act, in order to be of any effect, must be as explicit as is 
reasonably possible; otherwise a deduction from wages may 
amount to an offence under the Act, involving a fine of £10. 





AN IMPORTANT point, upon which there does not seem to be any 
express authority, was decided by Lord Atversroneg, C.J., on 
the further consideration, on the 19th inst., of the case of Baker 
v. Wicks, which had been tried before him at the last Lewes 
Assizes. Shortly put, the point raised was as to the liability of 
the overseers of a parish for tortious or illegal acts committed by 
an assistant overseer in executing a distress warrant for rates. 
A distress warrant for rates had been issued by justices against 
the plaintiff for the non-payment by him of certain rates, but 
owing, as he alleged, to a conscientious objection, he refused to 
pay asmall part of the rate amounting to less than a pound. 
For this balance the assistant overseer of the parish, to whom 
was entrusted the duty of executing the warrant, seized and 
removed furniture and effects amounting, it was alleged, to the 
value of nearly £100, and the greater part of which belonged 
to the plaintiff's wife. An action having been brought 
against the overseers and the auctioneer for the alleged 
wrongful acts of the assistant overseer in executing the 
warrant, the learned judge found that — acts had been 
committed by the assistant overseer, but that the overseers 
themselves had, neither directly or indirectly, taken any part in 
those acts. It was sought to render the overseers liable for the 
wrongful acts of the assistant overseer, and it was said that, as a 
sheriff is liable for the wrongful acts of his subordinates in 
carrying out an execution, upon the same principle overseers 
are liable for the Wes xg acts of the assistant overseer in 
levying an execution under a distress warrant for rates. The 
analogy, however, between the two cases fails in this importnnt 
point, that whereas in the case of a sheriff his subordinates in 
—— out an execution are appointed by him and are in fact 
under his control, in the case of overseers and assistant 
Overseers the assistant overseer is not appointed by the 
overseers and is in no way their servant or answerable 


derived from the overseers. That position has received 
statutory recognition in several Acts of Parliament, and 
could not be better put than it was by Lord Denman, OJ., 
in Reg. v. Watts (7 A. & E., at p. 469), where, speaking of the 
status of an assistant overseer, he says that the assistant overseer 
is not the servant of the overseers, but of the vestry, from 
whom he directly receives his authority. In accordance with 
this principle, the Lord Chief Justice held that the overseers, 
who had themselves taken no part in any illegal acts, were not in 
law liable for any wrongful acts committed by the assistant 
overseer. But although the plaintiff failed as against the over- 
seers, he succeeded in getting a judgment for £50 against the 
auctioneer who assisted in carrying out the distress. 





Ir is not often that the equitable jurisdiction of the county 
courts is invoked, and, consequently, the decisions concerning it 
given in the High Court are few and far between. In the 
recent case of Zhe King v. Judge Whitehorne and Humphreys, 
the pecuniary limit of that jurisdiction in an action for specific 
performance of an agreement to purchase some house property 
from the trustee of a creditors’ deed was under consideration, 
and it was there held by the King’s Bench Divisional Court 
that, as the transaction comprised by the agreement sought to 
be enforced resolved itself into a mere sale and purchase, for a 
sum below £500, of an equity of redemption, the county court 
had jurisdiction, notwithstan ling that the value of the mort- 
gaged property subject to emption greatly exceeded that 
amount, : view of the fact that the enactment giving juris- 
diction in such cases to the county court (County Courts Act, 
1886, s. 67, sub-section 4) expressly enables such court to 
exercise it “where, in the case of a sale or purchase, the 
purchase-money, or in the case of a lease, the value of the 
property shall not exceed £500,” it is possible to arrive 
at such a decision. For the above enactment seems to 
distinguish between the two cases of an agreement for 
sale or purchase, and that of a lease, making the pecuniary 
limit of jurisdiction in the former case to depend upon the 
amount of the purchase-money, and in the latter case (where 
such a standard of value is obviously not available) to depend 
on the value of the property itself subject to the lease. For our 
own part, however, we should have thought it safer to give a 
wider meaning to ‘‘ purchase-money ” and to treat it as including 
the entire price or consideration paid for the property; in otaer 
words, the cash payment, together with the liability to the mort- 
gagee. The curious result follows from the present decision 
that the county court has jurisdiction to enforce the con- 
tract for sale, but would not have jurisdiction to enforce 
an agreement for a lease of the same premises. In this 
connection, it may be mentioned that, in the case of an action 
for foreclosure or redemption, brought in the county court, the 
jurisdiction to entertain it seems clearly to depend, not on the 
value of the mortgaged property, but on the amount of the 
charge, which must not ex: £500: County Courts Act, 1888, 
s. 67, sub-section 3; Shields Whitley and District Amalgamated 
Model Building Society v. Richards (1901, 84 L, T. R. 586); 
Yearly County Court Practice, 1904, p. 54. 





We print elsewhere a letter from an esteemed correspondent 
suggesting a mode in which the difficulties of effecting a 
contemporaneous purchase and mortgage in a compulsory 
district, to which we recently referred, can be surmounted. We 
gather that the essential feature of the plan is that the con- 
veyance should be made, not to the purchaser, but to his 
mortgagee, and that the mortgagee should be placed on the 
register as registered proprietor. He can then, by instruments 
of the register, define the true position of the m . The 
effect fy exactly the same as in an ordinary | mortgage. 
The mortgagee is the | owner, and is empowered to deal 
with the property as such by way of sale. The mortgagor has 
an equity of redemption, and doubtless this would be protected, 
if need be, by a caution, though our correspondent appears to 
think that the mo may be implicitly trusted. This 


was doubtless so in his case, but we are not sure that it would 
be so in all cases. ‘The mort 


*s interests require to be safe- 





to them. ‘The assistant overseer has an independent 
position of his own, and his authority is in no way 


this purpose would have to be 


guarded, and proper measures 
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taken if the scheme came into general use. But we have some 
little doubt as to whether the first step can with certainty be 
taken. It must be remembered that a mortgagee has no right 
to apply for registration. This is reserved, under section 5 of 
the d Transfer Act, 1875, for persons entitled to or enabled 
to dispose of the fee for their own benefit, and under rule 18 of 
the Land Transfer Rules, 1903, the applicant must put himself 
in this position. Of course, the conveyance to the mortgagee 
may be drawn in such a way as to make it appear that he is 
beneficially entitled to the fee, and it will probably enable him 
to obtain registration as proprietor; but we are not clear that 
this evasion of section 5 would be permanently successful. 





Tue case of Brash vy. Munro, decided by the Court of Session 
on the 10th of July, 1903, and reported 5 Fraser 1102, shews 
that there is in Scotland the same difficulty in avoiding a 
tenancy on the ground of fraud as exists in this country. In an 
action for damages for forcing the plaintiff to leave a house let 
to her by the defendant by removing the outer door, it was 
pleaded that the plaintiff, by false and fraudulent representa- 
tions, and for immoral purposes, obtained entry to the house in 
question and never had legal possession. It appeared that the 
house had been let in the name of Jamzs Rem as tenant to a 
woman who stated that her husband’s name was James Rep, 
and paid a quarter’s rent in advance. The Lord Justice Clerk, 
in giving judgment, said: ‘The defence is that the defendant 
was induced by fraud to enter into the contract of letting. This 
plea is not to be listened to for a moment. House factors 
ought to make inquiries, and if they fail to do so, and 
subsequently discover that the tenants to whem they have 
let the house are not desirable, they are not at liberty 
at their own hand to proceed to evict them.” This 
case may be compared with Foret v. Hill (15 ©. B. 
207), where the plaintiff applied to the defendant to let 
him apartments by means of a false representation that 
he intended to carry on a lawful trade therein, and having 
obtained possession, converted the premises into a common 
brothel. Having been forcibly expelled by the defendant, he 
brought ejectment, and it was held that he was entitled to 
recover, the fraudulent misrepresentation and the subsequent 
illegal use of the premises not being sufficient to avoid the 
lease. In both cases the ground of the decision was that an 
interest was created in the plaintiff from which he was illegally 
expelled. The remedy of the landlord in such cases is to protect 
himself by express stipulation. 





ConcerninG the Law Society’s four undraped damsels, who 
have by this time acquired much publicity, we cannot at all 
agree with the frivolous suggestion made by the correspondent 
of an evening paper, that they are intended to represent “‘ bare 
justice.” They are, no doubt, bare enough, but they are much 
too energetically youthful to represent the course of justice in this 
country. Why, they would hustle through a breach of promise 
action in ten minutes! No, we maintain that the Council have 
wisely determined to symbolize on their new building the fate 
which attends the efforts of the lady litigant in person. Having 
regard to the immemorial usage of farmers, they have 
judiciously placed the figures on what resembles a partially 
blocked up barn-door, and they have charmingly typified the 
strenuousness of the lady litigant by the muscles which her 
depleted wardrobe compels her to reveal to the public gaze. 








Mr. Roland Williams, barrister, says the Times, recently addressed a 
letter to the secretary of the Bar Council inquiring whether or not a 
barrister was bound to accept any brief which was offered to him, and, 
if so, what penalty or punishment he would incur in consequence of 
refusal. He has received the following reply : ‘‘ General Council of the 
Bar, 9, Hare-court, Temple, March 22, 1904. Dear Sir,—In reply to 
your letter of February 6, I am desired by the General Council of the Bar 
to say that the general rule is that a barrister is bound to accept any brief 
in the courts in which he professes to practise at a proper professional fee. 
Special circumstances may, however, justify his refusal to accept a par- 
ticular brief. Any complaint as to the propriety of such refusal, if brought 
to the notice of the General Council of the Bar and by them considered 
reasonable, would be transmitted by them to the Benchers of the Inns of 





bd 


Re-entry for Non-‘‘ Performance ’ 
of Covenants. 


Tue Court of Appeal has recently (ante, p. 328) reversed the 
judgment of Waicat, J., in Harman v. Asnslie (1903, 2 K. B, 
241), and after an elaborate review of authorities by Coxzuys, 
M.R. (Romer and Maruew, LJJ., giving judgment “to the 
same effect”), has laid it down that the proviso for re-entry for 
breach of any of a lessee’s covenants “on his part to be 
performed” applies to negative, as well as to affirmative, 
covenants. The particular covenant upon which the case was 
decided was the covenant against alienation without licence. 
Werieut, J., had held himself bound by the same authorities to 
rule the exact contrary. The Court of Appeal (Cocxsury, C.J., 
and Brerr and Ampuuett, L.JJ.), some twenty-five years ago, 
in Hyde v. Warden (26 W. R. 201, 3 Ex. D. 72), in a considered 
and written judgment of great length, went out of its way to 
declare itself ‘‘ prepared to hold that the power of re-entry, being 
only in event of the lessee wilfully failing or neglecting to 
perform any of the covenants, does not apply to a breach of a 
negative covenant”; and Lord Coxe (Co. Litt. 303p) wrote that 
“a negative cannot be performed.” 

No doubt the construction of ‘‘ performance” as exclusive of a 
negative obligation was a strict and technical construction, and 
gave to “ performance ” a narrower meaning than that which it 
might ordinarily bear. The dictum in Hyde v. Warden, strong 
as it is, has not, technically speaking, the authority of an actual 
decision (though few practitioners, we imagine, would have 
hesitated to treat it as safe, as well as sound, law), and both in 
Croft v. Lumley (1857, 6 H. L. 648), where, however, ‘‘ observed 
and kept” followed “‘ performed,” and in Barrow vy. Ieaace (39 
W. R. 338 ; 1891, 1 Q. B. 417) there are pretty strong dicta to the 
contrary effect of that in Hyde v. Warden. Doe v. Marchetti, too 
(1831, 1 B. & Ad. 715), though Lord Tanrzrpvzn there said 
that a proviso for re-entry in default of performance ‘“‘ seems 
properly applicable to affirmative covenants,” may fairly be 
explained away (as Cottin-, M.R., has explained it) by directing 
attention to the proviso for thirty days’ notice, which could not 
be ordinarily applicable to the breach of a negative covenant. 
And looking to the dicta on each side, and to the variety of 
the provisoes for re-entry which, as Bracksuan, J., observed 
in Wadham v. Postmaster- General (1873, L. R. 6 Q. B., at p. 648), 
must in these cases be all searched for “ apt words,” the question 
in Harman v. Ainslie was (as Oowwins, M.R., pointed out, and 
as will appear from a perusal of the article on ‘‘ Observance or 
Performance” in the second volume of Stroud’s Judicial 
Dictionary (2nd ed., at p. 1307), in a sufficient state of 
uncertainty for the Court of Appeal to be “at liberty to 
decide it according to their own view and according to what 
seemed to them to be common sense.” Acting on this view, the 
court, though sending back the case to Wricut, J., for determina- 
tion of points of waiver, allowed the appeal, and thus gave 
judgment for forfeiture of the lease in event of waiver not being 
proved at a second trial. ° 
Two negative covenants had been disregarded—a covenant 
against particular user, and a covenant against alienation. 
Both were in a usual form, and it is necessary to consider the 
proviso for re-entry only, which said that— 


‘Tf the eaid yearly rent or any part thereof shall be unpaid for the space 
of forty-twodays . . . or if the said lessee shall commit any breach of 
the covenants hereinbefore contained, and on his part to be performed, then 
and in either of the said cases the said lessor may re-enter, &c.,”’ 


and the covenant for quiet enjoyment was to the effect that 


“‘ The said lessor doth hereby covenant with the said legsee that the said 
lessee paying the said rent and observing and performing all the cov. nants 
hereinbefore contained shall and may peaceably and quietly hold and 
enjoy, &.”’ 

Waicut, J., after reviewing the authorities and dwelling 
specially on the treatment of them by Fry, J., in Hvans v. Davis 
(1878, 27 W. R. 285, 10 Ch. D. 761), suggested that the words 
‘on his ay to be performed” had been introduced into the 
proviso for the very pg of confining the operation to 





Court of which the barrister is a member.—I am, dear Sir, yours faith- 
fully, Hewny C. A, Brvorry.’ 





affirmative covenants, and the curious addition of ‘‘ observing ” 
to “ performing ”’ in the covenant for quiet enjoyment perhaps 








aid 
ms 

be 
ng 
not 


of 


March 26, 1904. 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. 


{Vol. 48.] 347 








ints in the same direction, the lessees perhaps remaining 
satisfied to confine their alterations of their draft to the more 
essential clause of the lease. 

Now, is the view of the Court of Appeal right or wrong? 
We cannot help thinking that it is wrong, upon the ground of 
the old-fashioned rule that courts lean against forfeiture. See 
Doe v. Powell (1826, 5 B. & O., at p. 318); and especially Doe v. 
Stevens (1832, 3 B. & Ad. 429), where, in a single considered 
judgment of the court (Lord Tznrerpen, C.J., and Litrtepae 
and Taunton, JJ., affirming the view of Baytey, B., at the trial) 
it is laid down as a general rule of construction that “the 
words of a covenant must be taken most strongly against the 
covenantee, and that this rule applies more strongly to a proviso 
for entry which contains a condition that destroys or defeats the 
estate.” True it is that Jessex, M.R., in Zuylor v. St. Helens 
Corporation (1877, 6 Ch. D., at p. 270), took occasion to declare 
that the maxim “that a grant, if there is any difficulty or 
obscurity as to its meaning, is to read most strongly against the 
grantor” has no force at the present day. But the House of 
Lords cases cited as authorities for the declaration all turned 
upon the construction of wills; the maxim itself has been 
since judicially recognized by Brerr, M.R., in Barton v. 
English (1883, 12 Q. B. D., at p. 220), and by Lord 
SgeiporneE in Birrell v. Dryer (1884, 9 App. Cas., at p. 350); 
and neither Jamzs, LJ., nor Bramwe.tt, L.J., make 
any mention of the declaration of Jesser, M.R. No doubt 
in a very large number of cases the passing of the Conveyancing 
Act, 1881, with its elaborate provisions for relief against 
forfeiture, has greatly diminished the importance of the rule 
in its application to leases; but it is somewhat remarkable that 
one of the most striking deviations from the rule in its applica- 
tion to leases should be in one of the three cases from which the 
operation of the 14th section of the Conveyancing Act, 1881, is 
expressly excluded. It should be observed, also, that cases may 
not unfrequently arise (as where an insolvent tenant with a good 
offer from an intending sub-tenant or assignee cannot discover 
his landlord in sufficient time) in which alienation without 
licence may be for the landlord’s benefit ; that an assigning or 
sub-letting original lessee remains liable on his own covenants, 
any alienation notwithstanding ; and that the landlord has his 
remedy in damages (see Lepla v. Rogers, 1893, 1 Q. B. 31) for 
any real loss he may sustain by alienation. And indeed it is 
somewhat strange that the breach of the covenant against 
alienation should have been excepted from the statutory pro- 
visions for relief against forfeiture, whereas acts so flagrantly 
untenantlike as the conversion of a dwelling-house into a music- 
hall are grammatically included within them. May it not be to 
the advantage of both landlords and tenants that the exception 
should be removed by amending legislation ? 








The Land Transfer Rules, 1903. 


VIL. 
ReerstgrED Dzatincs Wirn RecistERED Lanp (continued). 


Charges.— Rules 158-174, which deal with the creation of 
charges on registered land, are but slightly altered from the 
corresponding repealed rules. The charge must be made in the 
scheduled form, and it carries with it the incidents mentioned in 
sections 23-27 of the Land Transfer Act, 1875, unless these are 
expressly excluded by entry on the register—that is, it implies a 
covenant to pay the charge; in the case of leaseholds, a covenant 
to pay the rent and perform the covenants and indemnify the 
chargee; a right of entry; a right to enforce a foreclosure or 
sale; and, taken with section 9 (2) of the Act of 1897, a right to 
sell and transfer the land. These rights, however, stop short of 
giving the chargee the legal estate, and, as it is still important to 
get this in, the charge will still probably be accompanied by a 
conveyance in the ordinary form off the register. Rule 161 is 
new, and is intended to secure that a charge created by a 
company shall, if within section 14 of the Companies Act, 
1900, have been duly registered under that section. Rule 162 
reproduces the old rule 109 with reference to the creation of 
charges on part of land comprised in a title, and corrects the 
slip by which it was required that the identifying plan should 


be signed by both parties. In respect of transfers of of 
the tend in ; title the lan has had, and still has, to be sage 
by the transferor, and by or on behalf of the transferee (old rule 
80, new rule 127). Rule 162 has been so worded as to make it 
sufficient for the plan identifying the part of the land on which 
a charge is created to be signed on behalf of the a The 
change emphasises the abandonment of the position at first taken 
up at the registry, that instruments of transfer and charge 
should be executed by both parties—apparently in analogy to 
transfers of stock. It was, however, too opposed to the practice 
on dealings in land to gain acceptance. 

A new rule (16%) has been introduced to regulate the form 
of entry where money is advanced by two or more persons, 
but not on joint account; in the absence of any indication 
of intention whether they are to be joint proprietors or 
tenants in common, they are to be entered as tenants in common. 
Rule 169 (the former rule 115) has been altered so as to indicate 
more clearly how a right of consolidation is to be made effectual. 
Hitherto it has beea possible to reserve in a charge the right of 
consolidation, but this by itself was ineffective as against other 
registered titles. By section 9 (4) (ii.) of the Act of 1897 it is 
provided that nothing contained in any charge shall affect any 
registered dealing with land or a charge in respect of which the 
charge is not —— registered or protected. Thus the right 
to consolidate can only be made effectual by placing an entr 

of it on all the titles affected by the charges to be emuhiel, 
Provision is now made for this being done. 

Transmission of Land and Charges.—The rules as to trans- 
mission on death (rules 183 to 192) and on bankruptcy or 
liquidation (rules 193 to 200) are unchanged except in one 
point. Hitherto on the death of one of several joint proprietors 
of land it has been necessary, in order to obtain withdrawal of 
the name from the register, to produce a certificate of death, or 
probate, or letters of administration, and also evidence of 
identity by statutory declaration. This declaration is no longer 
required, and it is left at the registrar’s discretion whether other 
evidence shall be required (rule 191). The same procedure is also 
made applicable in the case of the death of one of several joint 
proprietors of a charge. 


Minor Enrrizs IN THE REGISTER. 


Notices of Leases or Agreements, of Estates in Dower, Sc —Under 
section 50 and 51 of the Act of 1875, notice of leases and 
ments for leases for lives, or for a term determinable on lives, or 
exceeding twenty-one years, or where the occupation is not in 
accordance with the lease or agreement, can be pees 
against the lessor’s title, but if the registered proprietor does not 
concur, an order of the court has to be obtained. Rules 
201-206, which relate to such notices, have been slightly altered 
so as toallow of the application for registration of the notice 
being made by the registered proprietor himself. Rule 203 is 
new, and protects the right of a mortgagor while in possession to 
grant leases. Where after the creation of an incumbraace a 
lease is created which apart from the Land Transfer Acts would be 
binding on the incumbrancer, and notice of the lease is regis- 
tered, the notice is effectual against the incumbrancer, notwith- 
standing that his incumbrance was registered before the notice. 

With regard to notices of estates in dower or by the curtesy, 
and as to death duties, and notes on the register as to mines and 
minerals being included in or excepted from the registration of 
land, the rules (207-214) remain unchanged. An addition to rule 
215, which corresponds to the old rule 173, facilities entry on the 
register of notice of the existence of quit-rents or any of the 
other liabilities and interests mentioned in section 18 of the Act of 
1875, as amended by the Act of 1897, in the case where the -——- 
cant is the registered proprietor of the land, or the liability 
has been created by the registered proprietor. The rules relating 
to entries of the determination of leases (218-222), whether these 
have been régistered as leasehold titles, or only as incumbrances 
on the superior title, have been remodelled. And provision is 
made (rule 223) for the concurrence of the proprietorofa registered 
charge in the registration of restrictive conditions affecting the 
land. In the absence of entry of such concurrence he is not 
affected by the conditions. Rule 224, which provides for entries 
under section 83 (3) of the Act of 1875 against joint proprietors 





restraining a disposition by the survivor, has been slightly altered 
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so asto make it clear that no entry need be made unless the 
instrument under which the proprietors are registered—that is, 
in most cases, settlement or will—shews an intention that the 
survivor shall not have power to dispose of the land, or where the 
registrar for any special reason considers that such an entry 
would be desirable. 
Cautions, Inhibitions, and Restrictions—A caution may be 
lodged by any person interested under an unregistered 
instrument, or as a judgment creditor, or in any other manner in 
any land or charge registered in the name of any other person. 
(Act of 1875, s. 53). It entitles the cautioner to receive notice 
of a proposed dealing with the land or charge, and ensures that 
the dealing shall not be registered for a specified period after 
the notice. The registration can be still further delayed on 
indemnity being given. An inhibition is a stronger measure, 
and is an order made by the court or by the registrar after 
proper inquiry, forbidding dealings with registered land or a 
registered charge (section 57). Restrictions are placed on the 
register at the instance of the registered proprietor, and 
restrain any transfer by him except upon specified terms (section 
58). Their ordinary use is in connection with the registration of 
settled land. Some modifications have been made in the rules 
dealing with these matters (rules 226-242), so as to enable 
documents to be signed either by the party or his solicitor. And 
some important new rules have been introduced to regulate the 
procedure under cautions. The notice to be given to the 
cautioner under section 54 of the Act of 1875 is to be served on 
the application in writing at any time of the registered pro- 
prietor, and thereupon the cautioner must shew cause 
why the caution should continue to have effect. If 
he makes out a primd facie case, the registrar will 
summon all parties before him and make such order as he 
shall think just, or refer the matter or any question to the court 
(rules 229-231). Thus the registered proprietor, on finding that 
a caution has been entered, can take immediate steps to get rid 
of it without waiting till he desires to deal with the land, while if 
a dealing is brought in for registration the same procedure will 
apply. A new rule has also been introduced enabling any 
person aggrieved by an inhibition to apply to the court to dis- 
charge it, if it was entered in pursuance of an order of the 
court; otherwise to the registrar (rule 236). Provision is also 
made for application to the registrar for an order under 
an inhibition or restriction in anticipation of an intended 
dealing, and the registrar may make an order that the 
dealing be registered either unconditionally or subject to such 
limitations or conditions as he may think fit (rule 241). 

Notice of Deposit of Certificate—Rules 243-251 contain pro- 
visions with respect to the lien created by the deposit of the land 
certificate or certificate of charge. This lien, as is well known, 
has effect under section 8 (6) of the Act of 1897, and is intended 
to take the place of an equitable mortgage created by deposit of 
title deeds ; and by the terms of the statute it is equivalent, subject 
to any registered estates, charges, or rights, to the lien created 
by such deposit. Notice of the deposit can be given to the 
registrar, and this notice will operate as a caution (rule 243). 
Three new rules (244-246) introduce a mode of creating a similar 
lien before the certificate has been issued. A person applying 
for registration as proprietor may, whether the land is registered 
or not, create a lien equivalent to that created by the deposit of 
a certificate by giving notice to the registrar that he intends to 
deposit the certificate, when issued, with another person as 
security for money. Possibly this procedure will be found to 
facilitate the raising of money in order to complete a purchase 
of land. A newrule has been introduced expressly providing 


Reviews. 


Real and Personal Property. 


INDERMAUR AND THWAITE’S STUDENTS’ GUIDE TO THE LAW OF REAr 
AND PERSONAL PROPERTY AND CONVEYANCING. FIFTH Epirioy, 
By CHartes TuwailrTes, Solicitor. Geo. Barber, Office of the 
Law Students’ Journal. 


The design of this guide, the editor states, is to assist law students 
in general, and in particular those reading for the Bar Final 
Examination. In pursuance of this design the book opens with a 
chapter suggesting a course of reading, and then gives an epitome of 
conveyancing statutes. This leads to the real body of the book, 
which consists of a digest of questions set at examinations, with 
answers compiled from the ordinary students’ text-books. The 
answers appear to be correctly and clearly expressed. Students 
will find it a useful means of testing the knowledge which they 
have acquired from a study of these books. 





Company Law. 

THE SECRETARY'S MANUAL ON THE LAW AND PRACTICE OF JOINT 
Stock COMPANIES, WITH FoRMS AND PRECEDENTS, By JAMEs 
FITzPpATRICK, Fellow of the Institute of Chartered Accountants, 
and T. E. Haypon, M.A., Barrister-at-Law. NintH EDITION. 
Jordan & Sons (Limited). 


A work in its ninth edition may be said to have thoroughly estab- 
lished itself in popular favour. There is a large and probably 
increasing number of persons outside the legal profession whose 
duties render it necessary for them to be to some extent conversant 
with the law of companies and the details of their management, and 
for such the book presents the necessary information in compact and 
well-arranged form. Attention may be specially called to the full 
directions given with regard to the books and books of account to be 
kept by the company. The requirements of the Companies Act, 1900, 
are duly noted, and the matters to be considered in regard to the 
exercise of borrowing powers are usefully summarized. 





Books Received. 


Loeal Government Law and Legislation for 1903: Containing the 
Statutes of the Session, Annotated and Explained ; Digest of all Cases 
decided in the Courts during the Year ended the 30th of September, 
1903 ; and the Circulars, Orders, and other Official Information relating 
to the Jurisdiction of Local Authorities issued during the Same 
Period. Arranged and Edited by W H. Dumspay, Barrister-at-Law. 
Hadden, Best, & Co. 


The Law relating to Cheques. By Eric R. Watson, LL.B. 
(Lond.), Barrister-at-Law. ‘Third Edition. Sweet & Maxwell 
(Limited); Effingham Wilson. 


On Passing Off, or Illegal Substitution of the Goods of One Trailer 
for the Goods of Another Trader. By Joun Curier, M.A., K.C, 
Professor of Law at King’s College, London. Gay & Bird. 


A Digest of Law and Arbitration Cases, including Commission, 
Compensation, Landlord and Tenant, Distress and Rating Casvs, 
Disputes arising under Agricultural Holdings Acts and the London 
Building Act, &c., reported from the Ist of January to the 31st of 
December, 1903. By StpNEY Wricut, M.A. (Oxon.), Barrister-at- 
Law. Estates Gazette (Limited). 


The Students’ Conveyancing, for the Use of Candidates at the Final 
and Honours Examination of the Law Society. Eighth Edition. By 
ALBERT GIBSON and WALTER GRAY Hart, LL.B., Solicitors. The 
Law Notes Publishing Offices. 








In an action on Monday at the Clerkenwell County Court, says the ‘/. 
James’s Gazette, owing to the large number of persons interested, no l+ss 


that the lien created by deposit of the certificate shall be subject | than eleven barristers and four solicitors were present, an incident 


to unregistered interests protected by caution or other entry on 
the register at the time of the creation of the lien (rule 251). 
This is a proper restriction of the very wide language of section 
8 (6) of the Ket of 1897, but it is a question whether the rule, 
if it really alters the effect of the section, is valid. 


(To be coneluded. ) 








The Attorney-General will preside at the annual meeting of the bar, 
which will take yee in the Old Hall, Lincoln’s-inn, on Tuesday after- 
noon, the 19th o 


April, at 4.15, 


probably without parallel in county court litigation. 


Sir Francis Jeune, who has for twelve years discharg@d gratuitously the 
duties of Judge Advocate-General, will not, it would seem, says the (//o/, 
occupy the office much longer. Mr. Lawson Walton having invited the 
House of Commons to declare that the post of Judge Advocate-General 
should be held by someone directly responsible to Parliament, Mr. Arnold- 
Forster, while paying, with all who took part in the discussion, a warm 
tribute to Sir Francis Jeune’s services, has expressed his opinion that the 
‘* character and tenure of the office might be modified with advantage.’’ 
There is one ground for welcoming this announcement which does not 
appear to have been noticed in the House of Commons, The duties of 
Judge Advocate-General have sometimes interfered with the duties of the 
President of the Probate, Divorce, and Admiralty Division, 
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Correspondence. 


Executors’ Title to Sell under the Land Transfer 
Act, 1897. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.]} 

Sir,—A practice appears to be growing up of accepting the title of 
personal representatives to sell unregistered freeholds under the Land 
Transfer Act. Ina case now under consideration we are asked to 
accept the executors’ title as vendors on a death which occurred in 
1899, in which case it should surely be presumed that the administra- 
tion has long since been closed, and an assent by the executors to 
some devise must have been given by implication or otherwise. The 


Cases of the Week. 


Court of Appeal. 


Re FITZGERALD. SURMAN v. FITZGERALD. No, 2. 7th March, 


Conriict or Laws—Scotcn Law—Scorcn Marrraee Conrract Mape 1x 


Scortanp—Lex Loct—Lirr Interest py Way or ALIMENTARY Provision 
—INALIENABLE Lire Interest rn Domicrtep ENGLIsHmAN—FRavupD Upon 
Creprrors—Pvpstic Pottcy. 


This was an appeal from a decision of Joyce, J. (reported 51 W. R. 586 ; 
1903, 1 Ch. 933). The case came before the court upon an application by 
the trustees of a settlement made upon the marriage of Sir Gerald and 
Lady FitzGerald for the determination of questions which had arisen in 
the administration of the trusts thereof in the following circumstances : 


abstract merely gives the appointment of executors as in a case of | On the 20th of September, 1862, a settlement in English form and a 


transfer of a mortgage. 


contract of marriage in Scotch form were executed in’ contemplation of the 


In a recent case the vendor’s solicitors accepted £1 1s. for extra | marriage which was afterwards solemnized between the parties. Sir 


costs of getting the concurrence ‘‘ as beneficial owners ”’ of the specific 
devisees. But purchasers object to such extra costs, which ought not 
to be required. 

A necessary corollary of this new practice, if correct, would be that 
even in a case where a testator has devised his land in strict settlement 
we shall be asked to accept the executors’ title if they attempt to sell. 
Can this be correct ? 

The executors’ title to sell depends, of course, entirely’ on the 
question whether they have refrained from assenting to the devise. The 
assent need not be in writing, and may presumably be given by one 
executor only. Thus, if at the funeral one of the executors may by 
chance congratulate a devisee on his devise, the executors’ title to sell 
would appear to have gone. How cana purchaser be satisfied that 
such an elusive power exists unimpaired, unless the specific devisee 
joins to acknowledge that no such assent has been given? Then he 
ought to concur with beneficial owner covenants. 

If the executors are also trustees for sale, they cannot, we presume, 
prove without assenting to the devise to themselves, and must then 
sell under their express trust. But we are at this present moment 
asked to accept the executors’ title to unregistered land under the 
Land Transfer Act in such a case. 

A. F. Grirrita, Davie, & SuITn. 


Purchase and Simultaneous Mortgage under 
Land Registry. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal. ] 


Sir,—I have recently had to consider, in a practical way, the 
difficulties referred to in your recent article on the Land Transfer 
Rules, 1903, respecting the frequent case of a purchaser of land 
requiring an advance to be secured by mortgage of the land to 
enable him to complete the purchase, 
. The mode I adopted was to direct that the conveyance should be 
made from the vendor to the mortgagee, the purchaser joining simply 
as a directing party; on that the mortgagee was registered as the 
absolute owner, and he became in exactly the position he would have 
been under the usual practice where registration is not compulsory ; 
tae mortgage deed immediately followed, and all the equities and 
subsequent conveyancing and dealings were freed from the vexations 
of the Land Registry. The mortgagor’s equities and rights were 
secured because the registered owner, being the capitalist, would 
not be able to violate his duties to the mortgagor with impunity. 

Possibly the above may furnish useful hints to your readers. 

March 15, 8. 


The Memorandum by the Financial Secretary to the Treasury, explaining 
the estimates for Civil Services 1904-5, says that ia Class ITI.—Law and 
Justice—the estimate for 1904-5 is £3,891,853; while in 1903-4 it was 
3,939,579, shewing a decrease of £57,726. Under Services common to the 
United Kingdom and the special English and Scotch Services there is a 
net increase of £12,767, which is more than accounted for by the 
additional amount (£19,865) which is required for Prisons (England and 
the Colonies.) About half the increase under this head is on account of 
buildings, including £12,000 for further accommodation for Criminal 
Lunatics at Parkhurst, while the balance 1s distributed over the various 


Gerald was at the date of the marriage domiciled in England, and his wife 
was at the same date domiciled in Scotland. The m settlement and 
contract were executed in Scotland. By the English settlement ‘certain 
property was assigned to the trustees to be held upon trust to invest and 
pay the income to Sir Gerald and his assigns during his life, and after his 
death to Lady FitzGerald during her life, and after the death of the survivor 
to stand possessed of the trust fund upon trusts for the children of the 
marriage as therein provided. The Scotch contract of marriage was made 
between the husband and wife. It recited the English settlement, and there- 
by Lady FitzGerald assigned to the trustees all her present and future 
property. The trusts declared of this property were as follows: (1) For 
the payment of the expenses of the trust; (2) for the payment of the in- 
come to Lady FitzGerald for life; (3) in case Sir Gerald should survive his 
wife, for payment of the income to him during the remainder of his life, 
it being declared by the contract ‘‘ that all payments to the said Sir Gerald 
should be strictly alimentary and should not be assignable nor liable to 
arrestment or any other legal diligence at the instance of his creditors ”’ ; 
(4) upon trusts for the children of the marriage as therein provided. On 
the 23rd of September, 1862, the marriage was solemnized in Scotland. 
On the 19th of June, 1863, the only child of the marriage, Miss Geraldine 
FitzGerald, was born. On the 16th of May, 1901, Lady FitzGerald ied. 
Numerous incumbrances had been created by Sir Gerald and Miss Fitz- 
Gerald upon their respective interests under the English settlement 
and the scotch contract, some before and some after Miss Fitz- 
Gerald had attained twenty-one, which event happened on 
the 19th of June, 1884. On the death of Lady FitzGerald various 
questions arose between Sir Gerald and his mortgagees, and the present 
summons was taken out to have them determined. The question now 
before the court was whether the mortgagees had any charge on Sir 
Gerald's life interest in the funds comprised in the Scotch contract. 
question depended mainly upon whether that contract must be construed 
according to Scotch or English law. Ifaccording tothe former, Sir Gerald 
appeared to be restrained from anticipating or charging his life interest, 
Five out of the six trustees were domiciled in England, and the trust had 
always been administered in this country. The trust fund comprised, 
inter alia, Scotch mortgages on heritable bonds which it was alleged were 
according to the law of Scotland treated as real estate. There was 
evidence that, according to the law of Scotland, if Sir Gerald failed to 
maintain the children of the marriage, they would have the right to attach 
the alimentary provision made for him under the marriage contract, the 
alimentary provisions being arrestable for alimentary debts, though not 
for other debts. Joyce, J., held that Sir Gerald’s assignees or incum- 
brancers were the persons entitled to receive payment from the trustees of 
the Scotch settlement. Sir Gerald appealed. 

Tre Covrr (VaveHan Writurams and Cozens-Harpy, L.JJ., Stmune, 
L.J., dissentiente) allowed the appeal. 

Cozens-Harpy, L.J., read his judgment first, as follows: The first 
question for consideration on this appeal is whether what I may shortly 
describe as the Scotch settlement is subject to the law of Scotland, or 
whether it must be governed by English law. Now this Scotch settlement 
dealt with the property of a domiciled Scotch lady, who was about to 
marty a domiciled Englishman, and there is no doubt that the “ matri- 
monial domicil’? was English. It is not suggested that a permanent 
residence in Scotland after the marriage was contemplated. As a general 
rule the law of the matrimonial domicil is applicable to a contract in con- 
sideration of marriage. But this is not an absolute rule. It yields to an 
express stipulation that some other law shall apply: see Van Gruiten v, 
Dighy (11 W. R. 571, 31 Beav. 561) and Vidit: v. O'Hagan (47 W. R. 571; 
1899, 2 Ch. 569). The decision in that case was reversed by the Court of 
Appeal, but not on a ground in any way affecting this point. It is 
not necessary that there should be an express stipulation. It is 
sufficient if the court arrives at the conclusion that the parties in fact 





Subheads for Staff and Maintenance, being due to the increase in the 
number of prisoners in local prisons, and to the higher price of foodstuffs 
and materials. The Estimate for Law Charges is £6,248 more than in the 
present year. It includes, however, special non-recurrent items of £6,482 
and £2,000 for contributions t» the Bank of England towards exceptional 
expenses in connection with the prosecution of Bank Note Forgers, and to 
the cost of the Whitaker Wright prosecution respectively, As regards the 
latter, it may be noted that the Extradition Expenses were provided for in 
the Supplementary Estimate for Miscellatieous Legal Expenses voted this 
Session. In spite of the increase on general English and Scottish services 


the total of the Class shews a decrease of £57,726, owing to the reductions 
{amounting to £70,493) which have been effected on the Irish Estimates, 


contracted with reference to some law other than that of the matri- 
| monial domicil. Applying these principles to the Scotch settlemen 
| I feel bound to treat this as a settlement made in Scotland by a domicil 
Scotch lady of Scotch property, in Scotch form, and subject to Scotch 
|law. The trustees of this Scotch settlement must in Scotland follow the 
| Scotch law, and their residence in England, or their English domicil, is 
| irrelevant. This being so, it follows, in my opinion, that we are to 
| hold that Sir Gerald FizGerald takes such interest, and such interest only, 
| as the courts in Scotland would declare him entitled to: Amstrwther v. 
| Adair (2 M. & K. 513). There ought to be no difference in a matter of this 
| kind between the Court of Session and the High Court. The nature and 


Jextent of his interest cannot depend upon his domicil, although his 


e 
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capacity to deal with his interest may perhaps depend upon his domicil. 
To take the somewhat analogous case of a life interest in English pro- 
perty given by the will of a domiciled Englishman for the separate 
use of a married woman, without power of anticipation, it has never, 
so far as I am aware, been suggested that the nature and extent of 
her interest varied according as her domicil was, or was not, English. 
The trust would be regarded in our country as valid and operative, even 
though by the law of her domicil neither the separate use nor the restraint 
upon anticipation was recognized. And, on general principles, the same 
view ought to be adopted by the courts of the country in which the married 
woman was domiciled. In short, by the law of England, it is the Scotch 
law which must be applied to this Scotch settlement. It is, however, 
strongly urged that a strictly alimentary provision for an adult male is not 
only unknown to and inconsistent with the provisions of English law, as 
in general it undoubtedly is, but that it is contrary to public policy, and 
ought therefore to be wholly disregarded in an English court. I cannot 
adopt this argument. There is nothing immoral in such a provision. 
Indeed, there are many instances in which pensions or retiring allowances 
are by statute made not transferable, or liable to be attached by any legal 
process. I may refer to the pension allowed to a retiring clergyman 
under the Incumbents’ Resignation Act, 1871. Also certain salaries 
or pensions are inalienable by statutory enactment, as, for example, 
the half pay of an officer: see Flarby v. Odlum (3 T. R. 681), Lidder- 
dale v. Duke of Montrose (4 T. R. 248), and Stone v. Lidderdale (Anstr 
533). In my opinion it is impossible to disregard this ‘‘ alimentary pro- 
vision ’’ on the ground of public policy. The Scotch court would declare 
that the interest given to Sir Gerald cannot be assigned, and would dis- 
regard the claim of his specific mortgagees, and it is our duty to follow 
and adopt the Scotch law: Anstruther vy. Adair. But then it was urged 
that Sir Gerald could bind, and did bind, the income as and when it 
reaches the hands of the trustees in England, and that, whatever might 
be the rights of his alimentary creditors, he himself ought not to be allowed 
to claim from the trustees the income which he has, by a contract binding 
on his conscience, charged in favour of his mortgagees. I doubt whether 
this doctrine, which is explained and illustrated by Lord Macnaghten in 
Tailby v. Official Receiver (37 W. R. 513, 13 App. Cas. 523), has any applica- 
tion to a vested life interest, the assignment of which takes effect, 
if at all, for reasons wholly independent of conscience. An assignment of 
a vested equitable interest is complete and operative, though voluntary. 
It in no way depends upon contract, or upon anything further to be done 
by the assignor. The doctrine applies only where there is no present 
property capable of assignment such as possibilities and expectancies. The 
case of Stone v. Lidderdale is an authority against the respondent’s conten- 
tion, and I know of no authority in its favour. I may observe that the 
defendant Lidderdale was a domi ‘iled Englishman, whose general capacity 
to contract was undoubted. Moreover, this contention is really only 
another way of presenting the argument that we ought to disregard the 
Scotch law. If the life interest is capable of assignment, the court would 
specific performance of the contract, and would aid the mortgagees 
by granting an injunction. If, however, as in Stone v. Lidderdale, the 
interest is non-assignable, I think it follows that no effect can be given to 
a deed purporting to assign by way of anticipation The decision of the 
House of Lords in Scott v. Allnutt (2 Dow. & Cl. 404), which was relied 
upon, does not really touch the case. In my opinion, the judgment of 
a — — fe a — as it a that the whole of the income 
; the life of serald is payable to his assignees or incumbrancers, 
pec to their respective galesities. If the amount of the income were 
very large, any excess beyond a reasonable amount would, according to the 
Scotch law, pass to the assignees or incumbrancers, but I do not under- 
stand that it is suggested that there is any excess in the present case. I 
think the declaration should be to the effect that Sir Gerald is entitled to 
the whole income during his life, free from the claim of any assignees or 
incumbrancers, but without prejudice to the rights (if any) of his 
alimentary creditors, or of Miss Fitzgerald, and without prejudice to any 
prior payment in respect of the policy, which is the subject of another 
by Miss Fitzgerald. 


_ Src, L.J.—I agree that Sir Gerald and Lady FitzGerald entered 
into a contract that their righte in the property of Lady FitzGerald (who 
at the time of the marriage was domiciled in Scotland) should be regulated 
by the Scoth law: Este v. Smyth (18 Bend. 112), Chamberlain v. Napier 
(29 W. RB. 194, 15 Ch.D. 614). That property is now vested in trustees 
who are domiciled in England; but that circumstance is merely accidental 
and cannot, as between the trustees and Sir Gerald FitzGerald, affect 
either the duty of the trustees or the rights of Sir Gerald, which must, I 
conceive, be governed by the law of Scotland; and if a Scotch court 
would ‘as I think the evidence shews it would) hold that trustees 
domiciled in Scotland ought to pay the alimentary provision, 
mate for Sir Gerald by the contract in Scotch form of the 20th 
of September, 1862, into his hands from time to time as it 
becomes payable, regardless of the incumbrances which he has 
purported to make thereon, then, in my opinion, this court ought 
Fixcwise to hold that such is the duty of the trustees in the present case. 
If Sir Gerald Vit~Gerald were a domiciled Scotchman there would be 
nothing more to be said. But he was at the date of the marriage, and has 
ever since been, a domiciled Englishman, and he is now resident within the 
jurisdiction of the English courts. His capacity to deal with his property 
is an incident of his status: (see Viditz v. 0 Hagan, 48 W. R.516; 1900, 
2 Ch. 616; and, therelore, is governed by English law. By that law, 
as tated by Lord Macnaghten in Tailby v. Official Heeciver, “ it has long been 
wAtled future property, possibilities, and expectancies are asvignable 
in equity for value, The mode or form of assignment is absolutely 


has always been regarded in equity as a contract binding on the conscience 
of the assignor, and so binding the subject-matter of the contract when it 
comes into existence, if this is of such a nature and so described as to be 
capable of being ascertained andiden’ ified’: seealso Re Coleman (39Ch.D. 443), 
In this respect the capacity of Sir Gerald Fitzgerald is entirely different 
from that of a domiciled Scotchman, who, according to the law of Scot- 
land, is unable to alienate an alimentary provision any more than, accord- 
ing to the law of England a retired officer can alienate his half-pay, either 
at law or in equity, or a retired incumbent the provision allowed him under 
the Incumbents’ Resignation Act, 1871, or a married woman separate 
estate as to which she is restrained from anticipation. In such cases the 
person entitled to the property in question is by English law incapacitated 
from dealing with it. But that law does not in general recognize any 
restraint as regards the property of a man of fullage. I cannot see why the 
English owner of an alimentary provision, created by foreign law, should be 
held to be incapable of making a disposition of it when it comes to his hands, 
The foreign law has full effect given to it when it is allowed to determine what 
ought to come to the hands of the owner in respect of the alimentary 
provision ; after it reaches his hands he is not under any obligation 
imposed by the foreign law as to how he should apply it, and as it seems 
to me, the English law ought to determine whether that which has come 
to his hands, and become property at his disposal, is to any and what 
extent subject to obligations arising out of dealings valid according to that 
law. In my opinion, therefore, an assignment of an alimentary provision, 
created under foreign law, by will or voluntary deed inter vivos in favour of 
a domiciled Englishman, ought to be held by the courts of this country to 
bind funds coming in respect of that provision to his hands within the 
jurisdiction of those conrts. Iu the presemt case the alimentary 
provision was created by a contract into which Sir Gerald entered 
for valuable consideration. But I cannot see that this puts Sir 
Gerald in a better position than if he were a volunteer; for I 
take it to be clearly settled that the doctrine on which I rely applies 
to property acquired by contract for value just as much as to property 
acquired by gift. In my judgment, therefore, an order ought to be made 
on the Jines of that actually made by the Court of Appeal in Re Coleman, 
to which I have already referred. But, although I have been unable to 
satisfy myself that the opinion which I have expressed is opposed to any 
existing authority, I can adduce no decision in support of it, while the 
weighty and considered opinions of my brethren are adverse. In these 
circumstances I cannot regret that my own view is not to prevail. 

VavcHan Witurams, L.J., delivered judgment agreeing with Cozens- 
Hardy, L.J.—Cowtnser, Jessel; Crossman; Badcock, K.C., and Methold; 
Hamilton, K.O., and Vernon ; E. Ford ; Blakesley ; Withers ; Pepys ; North- 
cote. Soxtcrrors, G. J. Fowler ; Surman §& Quekett ; Redfern & Hunt; Keen, 
Rogers, § Co. ; White, Borrett, & Co.; Trower, Still, § Co. 

[Reported by J. I. Stirtine, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. 


WILLIAM CORY & SONS (LIM.) v. HARRISON AND OTHERS. No. 2. 
4th March. 


Company—AMALGAMATION or Coat Companres—Mvtvat Covenants Nor 10 
BE InTeresTep 1x Any Orner Srvumar Company—Svunsequent Satr— 
Export AND Encuisn Bustness—Person ‘' Inrerestep ’’ in A TRADE. 


This was an appeal from a decision of Joyce, J. The facts were as 
follows: The plaintiff company was a company registered under the Com- 
panies Acts, 1862 t> 1900, and was formed for the purpose of entering into 
and carrying into effect an agreement in writing dated the 16th of 
October, 1896, and made between Cory F. Cory-Wright of the one 
po, and the plaintiff company of the other part, being an agreement 
or the purchase by the company of the coal merchants and other 
incidental businesses therein mentioned from certain firms and companies 
therein mentioned and called ‘‘ the amalgamating firms,’’ one of which was 
William Cory & Son and another J. & C. Harrison, and also of carrying on 
the business of coal merchants and coal factors. By the agreement it was 
agreed, amongst other things, that the plaintiff should purchase the good- 
will of the English business of each of the proprietors, and also that each 
of the proprietors and each partner in any firm which was one of the pro- 
prietors, and each director (other than one therein named) of any company 
which was one of the proprietors, should at the cost of the new company 
covenant that they would not solely or jointly with any other person or 
company either directly or indirectly carry on or be engaged in the coal 
trade in any part of Great Britain, &c., save in so far as such party shall 
as @ member of the new company be interested in the business of the new 
company. Provided that ‘‘any covenanting party may contiuue 
to carry on the export businesses heretofore carried on by such 
party, or , . . which shall not compete with the new company in 
any business, the goodwill whereof is hereby agreed to be soll.” 
The first directors of the plaintiff company included the defendants 
Charles W. Harrison, who at the time when the plaintiff company was 
formed carried on business alone as J. & C. Harrison, and Frederick A. 
Harrison. On the 16th of October, 1896, the company issued thei! 
prospectus. By an indenture dated the 13th of December, 1896, it was 
agreed that the persons who formed the amalgamating company would not 
carry on any other coal trade in rivalry to the plaintiff? company, but 
could carry on the trade they formerly carried on if it did not compete 
with the Pa company. On the 6th of July, 1898, the defendant 
company J. & C. Harrison (Limited) was formed to take over the business 
of J. & C. Harrison, and was registered accordingly, and J. W. Harrison 
and F. A. Harrison resigned their offices as directors of the plaintifl 
company. In 1901 the company J. & C, Harrison (Limited) purported to sel! 
their export business of coal to the other defendants, J. Harrison and 
R. T. Tidswell. ©. W. Harrison and F. A. Harrison had formerly 





immaterial, provided the intention of the parties is clear. To effectuate 
the intention, an assignment for value, in terms present and immediate, 


carried on an export trade in coal. The plaintiff oomgeny alleged that 
the carrying on of this export coal trade by Harrison, Tidswell, & Co., a8 
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successors of J. & C. Harrison (Limited), was a breach of the amalgama- | 
tion agreement of the 27th of August, 1896, and of the agreement for sale | 
of the 16th of October, 1896, and also of the covenant of the firm of | 
J. & C. Harrison of the 3lst of December, 1896, and Harrison, Tidswell, | 
& Co. were bound by these agreements. They also claimed an in- | 
junction. The real question at the trial was whether Harrison and Tidswell | 
could carry on what was called the ‘‘home trade,” and whether C. W. | 
Harrison had broken his covenant. The action was dismissed by Joyce, | 
J.,as against all the defendants, the learned judge holding that C. W. | 
Harrison was not directly or indirectly concerned within the meaning of 
the covenant of the 3lst of December, 1896, in the: English ing | 
business carried on by Harrison and Tidswell. From this the plaintiff 


company appealed. “ 
Tae Covrr (VavcHan Wiitams, Srreumnc, and Cozens-Harpy, L.JJ.) 


dismissed the appeal. 

Vavenan Wiurams, L.J., after dealing with a point as to whether 

there had been solicitation by one of the defendants as regards another 
company, continued : I will very shortly deal with this case. [His lordship 
read the special covenant referred to above.] The question which we have | 
toanswer is, whether on the facts of this case there has been a breach by 
C. W. Harrison of: this covenant. [His lordship stated the facts.] This deed | 
and transfer is a deed and transfer of the export business, the money (the | 
capital) which has to be raised is raised by debentures. The company | 
does not appear to have been a success, because on the 15th of April, 1901, | 
there is another transfer, and here again the agreement purports to transfer | 
only the export business. The only important clauses on which reliance 
was placed by counsel for the appellants are clauses 7 and 8, and by reason 
of these clauses, it ought to be held that C. W. Harrison was interested in | 
this busiaess, which was contemplated to be carried on by Harrison and 
Tidswell. With regard to the principal deed, I wish to point out, first, 
that all that is purported to be sold is the export trade, and counsel for | 
the appellants does not contend that the selling of this export trade is a | 
breach of this covenant; they said that although it was no breach of | 
covenant for Harrison to sell the export trade, nor to sell it to Harrison 
and Tidswell, who were going to carry it on, yet it was a breach, because | 
the price was a credit price, and C. W. Harrison do not pay the price out | 
of the trade of Harrison and Tidswell, who were not traders in the export | 
trade, but in the English trade. [His lordship referred to Smith v. Hancock: | 
(38 Sourcrrors’ Journat, 416; 1894, 2 Ch. 377) and Bird v. Lake (1 H & 
M. 111, 338, 11 W. R. Oh. Dig. 24. and 75).] This is not a case of loan of 
money, but it is a case where the vendor agrees to give credit. The decision | 
of Joyce, J., was a mere sequence upon that in Smith v. Hancock and Bird | 
v. Lake. Under all the circumstances of the case, in my judgment, the 
decision of Joyce, J. , should be affirmed, and this appeal dismissed with 
costs. 
Srimiinc, L.J.—I agree, and have very little to add. The plaintiff being 
in possession of an English business, and also of an export business of coal, 
sold the business to the plaintiff, and covenanted that he would not be 
interested in the coal tradein Graat Britain. [His lordship stated the facts. } 
The sale to Harrison, Tidswell, & Co. was a sale at a very considerable 
price, and the material question in the action is, whether the covenantor, 
CU. W. Harrison, committed a breach or covenant in bemg interested in 
Harrison and Tidswell. I think not. 

Cozens-Harpy, L.J.—I agree, and have nothing to add.—Covnsr, 
Rufus Isaacs, K.C., Warrington, &.C., Hamilton, K.C., and Austen Cartmell ; 
Neville, K.C., Younger, K.C., Hughes, K.0., Sheldon, Douglas, Northecte, and 


| (supra). There the trustee did the work and 


the plaintiff company that the costs should be paid by the trustees, who 
should be indemnified out of the corpus. On behalf of the infant 
children it was contended that as the trustees in this case had incurred 
no liability, and had paid no part of the mses, therefore they could not 
ask to be indemnified under section 121 of the Public Health (London) Act, 


| 1891. If the Settled Land Act, 1890, s. 15, was relied on, then it was 


objected that there were no capital moneys in the hands of the trustees. 
The cases quoted were Re Tucker (1895, 2 Ch. 468), Re Lever (1897, 1 Ch. 
32), Re Copland’s Settlement (1900, 1 Ch. 326), Re Barney (1894,3 Ch. 562), 
and Re Thomas (1900, 1 Ch. 319). 

Kexewicu, J.—Thereis no money in the hands of the trustees, so section 
15 of the Settled Land Act, 1890, cannot be relied on. The sanitary 
authority continually insists on repairs being done and on drainage being 
put right, and the court deals with the costs of such works on this principle : 
when the tenant for life does them, he comes to the court, which by 


' its officer goes through the improvements done and sees whether they are 


such as come within the terms of the Settled Land Act. Drainage is not 
a permanent improvement within its terms. As regards the present case, 
there is a difficulty in applicant’s way. The case is not Jike Re Lever 

plied to be indemuified 
out of the whole estate. It is on the pointof indemnity that Stirling, J., 
came to a decision in granting the application. Here the trustees have 
not done it. They were too prudent to spend theirmoney. The trustees 
do not come within Lever’s case, so the _ or of the plaintiffs as 
representing the tenant for life must fail. Order made without prejudice 
to claims that might be made under the Settled Land Act when the trustees 
have moneys in hand.—Covunset, Warrington, K.C., Lawrence, K.C., 
Ford, Church, Stamp. Soutcrrors, Robins, Hay, Waters, § Hay; Church, 
Adams, & Pryor. 

' Reported by Atrrep C. Tomas, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. 


Re ABBOTT'S TRADE-MARK No. 8656. Swinfen Eady, J. 18th March. 
Pracrice—Dare or CoMMENCEMENT OF ProcEEDINGS ORIGINATED ky 
Norice or Morcon—Arripavits Prematcrety Sworn—Orp. 5, zn. 9 (ce) ; 

Orv. 52, x. 3; P. M. R. (8). 

On the hearing of an originating motion, Swinfen Eady, J., said that 
proceedings originated by notice of motion must be deemed to commence 
on the date when the notice is marked with the name of a particular jud 
and he directed certain affidavits which had been sworn before such daft 
to be resworn.—CovnseL, Eve, K.C., and Israe? Davis ; Waggett. Soricrrors, 
Halse, Trustram, § Co; Farlow § Jackson, 

[Reported by R. Hix1, Esq., Barrister-at-Law._ 


High Court—King’s Bench Division. 
JACKSON v. WIMBLEDON URBAN DISTRICT COUNCIL. Div. Court. 
3rd March. 

Pusuic Heattu—Nvisance—Sewsr og Patvare Drars—Ponitc Hearta 
Act, 1875 (38 & 39 Vier. c. 55), s. 4—Pcatrc Heaura Amenpent Act, 

1890 (53 & 54 Vict. c. 57). 

This was the hearing of a special case stated by the justices of the 
county of Surrey, raising an important point on the construction of the 
Public Health Act, 1890. The following are the facts of the case: On the 
north side of a street known as Hartfield-crescent are sixteen houses, 





Warlelli, Soxicrrors, Deacon, Gibson, Medcalf, §& Marriott ; Keene, Marsland, 
Bryden, & Besant, 
Reported by A. R. Taycovur, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. | 


High Court—Chancery Division. 


Re FARNHAM’S TRUST. LAW UNION AND CROWN INSURANCE 
CO. «, HARTOPP AND JAFFRAY. Kekewich, J. 12th March. 
Reparrs—-CaritaL anp Income—How Borwe as 

BETWEEN THEM. 

Adjourned summons. By an indenture of settlement made in 1882, on 
the occasion of his marriage, Mr. W. B. Farnham became entitled to a 
life interest in the income arising from moneys the subject of the settlement 
or from stocks and securities representing the same. And by the sai 
indenture power was given to the trustees to invest moneys subject to the 
trust of the said indenture in the purchase of lands or hereditaments of 
freehold or leasehold tenure. In pursuance of such power freehold and 
leasehold property being 39, 40, and 41, Foster-lane, in the city of London, 
were purchased. ‘The plaintiffs were mortgagees of the life interest of 
the said W. B. Farnham, and by* an order made in 1897 the said 
W. B. Farnham and his: wife were absolutely debarred and foreclosed of 
all equity of redemption of, in, and to the mortgaged hereditaments therein 
mentioned, which included the said premises, 39, 40, and 41, Foster-lane. 
In November, 1902, a notice was served under the Public Health (London) 
Act, 1891, and came to the hands of the defendants, the present trustees 


SETTLEMENT—Oost 01 


of the settlement, requiring certain sanitary works to be carried out on the | 


said premises, 39, 40, and 41, Foster-lane, and as a result of correspondence 
that passed between the plaintiff company and the solicitors for the 
trustees, the plaintif? company took upon themselves the duty of com- 
pleting the said sanitary works without prejudice to the question as to the 
lability of the said trustees, The question for the court to determine was 
Whether the trustees, as representing the corpus of the settled estate, 
or the plaintiff company as representing the life interest of W. B, Farnham, 
Was liable for the cost of executing the sanitary works carried out on the 
said premises, 39, 40, and 41, Foster-lane, It was contended on behalf of 


| numbered with odd numbers from 51 to 81, both iaclusive Twelve of 
| these houses belong to the appellant Jackson, Mr. Holliday is the owner 
| of 75, and Mrs. Tysoldt is the owner of Nos. 77, 79, and 81. At the rear 
of the sixteen houses runs a main or common drain, which is connected 
| with the public sewer in Hartfield-crescent by a branch drain which runs 
| between the house numbered 73 and the house numbered 75, at about right 
angles to the road, under a narrow piece of land between the two houses, 
which is unbuilt upon. Each of the sixteen houses connects with the main 
or common drain by means of branch drains, which convey the omy 
| from each of the houses to the main or common drain, and then throug 
| the branch drain into the publicsewer. The main or common drain having 
| been inspected by the inspector of nuisances, and found to be in a 
| bad condition, the respondents (the Wimbledon Urban District Council) 
| called upon the appellants, among other owners, to execute certain works 
to the branch as well as to the common or main drain. The appellant did 
not comply with the requirements, and the —— therefore executed 
the ok themselves. Their surveyor fixed the proportion of the cost of 
the work payable by the appellant at £35 1s. 3d., which the appellant 
refused to pay, and the respondents then applied for an order com- 
pelling payment before the justices who granted the order. By 
| section 19 of the Public Health Amendment Act, 1890, it is provided 
| that ‘‘ where two or more different houses belonging to different owners 
| are connected with a sewer by a single — drain, an ae may 
| be made under section 4 of the Public Health Act, 1875 (relating to com- 
| plaints as to nuisances from drains, and the local authority may 
| recover any expenses incurred by them . . . from the owner of 
| the houses in such shares and proportions as shall be settled by the 
surveyor or in case of dispute by a court of summary jurisdiction.” Ik 
was admitted the branch main running between No, 75 and 75 was a 
single private drain within the meaning of the Act, but the question for the 
opinion of the court was whether the main or common drain was. It was 
contended for the appellants that it was a sewer within the meanin z of the 
Act, and that part that it connected with a single private drain previous te 
going into the public sewer did not convert it into a drain, Counsel cited 
Bradford v. Rastbourne Corporation (1896, 2 Q. B, 205). For the respondents 
it was contended the facts of the case brought this drain within the 
meaning of section 19 of the Act of 1880, 
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Tse Court (Lord Atverstone, C.J., and Witts and Kennepy, JJ.), 
allowed the appeal. 

Lord Atverstonr, C.J.—The question in this case illustrates the 
difficulties that arise from the modern system of legislating. The main 
question for our decision is whether, where you have a system of drainage 
connecting a number of houses you are entitled to say that, because one 
portion of the sewers is a single private drain within the meaning of the 
Act of 1890, therefore the whole system of sewers is brought under that 
Act. I think that proposition goes too far. I think it is impossible to say 
that because this sewer does join with a single private drain previous to 
joining the main public sewer that therefore you are entitled to go to the 
end of the sewer and change its character entirely. It seems to me that 
that would enable private rights to be altered by the action of third parties 
over whom they have no control, and though the Legislature might have 
so provided, to effect such a change clear and distinct words would be 
required, and these are wanting in the Act. I see no reason why a sewer 
should not be connected with a single privat2 drain, and the fact that it is 
so connected does not, in my opinion, change its character.—CovnseL, 
Silvain Mayer ; Maemorran, K.C. Sortcrrors, W. W. Young, Son, § Ward; 
R. H. Butterworth. 


Reported by Aan Hoge, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. 
BEARDSLEY v. GIDDINGS. Div.Court. 3rd March. 


Sate oF Foop anp Drvcs—Pracrice—Institvtion or Prosecvriox— 
Waeraer witHin Twenty-r1cht Days—Sa.z or Foop ann Drves Act, 
1899 (62 & 63 Vicr. c. 54), 8. 19 (1). 

This was a case stated by the Wiltshire justices, and raised the point as to 
whether a certain prosecution was in time within the meaning of section 
19 (1) of the Food and Drugs Act, 1897. It appeared from the special 
case that the respondent Giddings was charged with having unlawfully 
sold to the applellant a certain article of food which was not of the nature, 
substance, and quality of the article demanded by the appellant. The 
sale was on the 23rd of June, and on the 28th of July, being before the 
expiration of twenty-eight days from the time of purchase, the information 
was laid by the appellant, an inspector under the Sale of Food and Drugs 
Acts, and a summons issued, and left for service by the police, but it was 
not served till the 22nd of July. By section 19 (1) of the Sale of Food and 
Drugs Act, 1899, it is provided: ‘‘ When any article of food or drug has 
been purchased by any person for test purposes any prosecution under the 
Sale of Food and Drugs Act in respect thereof shall not be 
instituted after the expiration of twenty-eight days from the time.’’ The 
magistrates dismissed the summons on the ground that the time from 
which the institution of the prosecution was to be calculated was the 
service of the summons. They did so on the authority of a decision 
by Mr. Fordham: Cowley v. Yaylor’s Drug Co. (66 J. P. 11). It was 
contended on behalf of the appellant that the laying of the information 
was the institution of the prosecution. The case was governed by 
Thorpe v. Preestnall (45 W. R. 223; 1897,1Q. B. 159). On behalf of the 
respondent it was contended that you had to look at the general scheme 
of the Act before you could say what the words in section 19 meant. The 
odject of the Act was to give the seller a chance of submitting article to 
his owo analysis if there was to be a prosecution. If the service of the 
summons was to be delayed, the sample might have become unfit for 
analysis. Counsel cited Ditcher v. Denison (11 Moo. P. C. Cas. 324) and 
Yates v. The Queen (33 W. R. 432, 14 Q. B. D., at p. 861). 

Tue Cover (Lord Atvenstone, C.J., and Wiis and Kennepy, JJ.) 
allowed the appzal. : 

Lord Atvezstoxr, C.J.—I think the magistrates were wrong in dis- 
missing the case. The words ‘institution of a prosecution ’’ are general 
words, and the well-known commencement of a prosecution is by informa- 
tion andsummons. It would require very strong necessity to make us say 
that the Act of 1899 had any other meaning. If the Legislature had 
intended to make service the commencement of a prosecution, very 
different language would have been used. In my opinion there is nothing 
in this to alter the general rule.—Covnsun, Randolph; Sumon. Sowtcrrons 
Wheatley, Son, & (o., for Cruttwell, Daniel, & Cruttwell 3 J. T. Rossiter, for 
ZB. B. Titi-y, Bath. 


LB ported 1 Avas Hous, E j-, Barrister-at-Lay 
ATTORNEY-GENERAL +. SANDOVER AND LONG. Channell. J. 9th March. 
Coryaoiys —Maxoutat Ricuts—Fixy ox Avoisston —Evasion or Fine ny 


Mrass or Corovrasie Pencnsse—F rive rx Excess ov Two Yeans’ V ALUE, 


This was an information by the Attorney-General claiming that a fine 
was due to the king as lord of the manor of Richmond from the defendant 
Sandover. By the custom of the manor, if a person not already a tenant 
of the manor takes any estate as a purchaser, by surrender or otherwise 
of the lands within the manor, he is to pay an arbitrary fine; but if 
he is already a tenant, he has to pay a fine equal to only two 
years — The information stated that shortly before August 
1902, William Sandover, who wax not a tenant of the manor, agreed to 
re a messnage known as Ormond Lodge from John Thomas 

Willett for the sum of £1,750. The suia payable to the king by the 
defendant had been duly assessed at the sum of £400. In order to avoid 

ent of the fine the defendant Sandover arranged with the defendant 

alter James Long, who is a tenant of the manor, for a colourable sak by 
Long toBandovwer, for the sum of £100, ofa copyhold cottage, No.11, Prospect- 
place, Richmond, so that Sandover might appear to be already a customary 
tant. In pursance of that arrangement, on the 13th of August, 1902, the 
defendants representing to the deputy steward that a real sale was taking 
place betwee 1 them, procured entries to be made on the Court Rolls whereby 
the defendant Long purported to surrender the « opyhold cottage in question 
to Sandover, and Bandover was thereupon admitted ax tenant at the said 


quit-rent, paying a fine of 3d. only as being atenant already. On the llth 
of October, 1902, Sandover's solicitor wrote to the deputy steward stating 
that he had agreed to sell the cottage back to Long for the sum of £75, 
and requesting to have the necessary documents prepared. On the 2nd 
of December, 1902, the defendants again went before the deputy steward, 
and the defendant Long was re-admitted, paying a sum of 2d. only, 
There never was (so the information stated) any sale of the cottage by 
Long to Sandover or intention on the part of either to effect a real 
transfer of the property. All costs in connection with the surrenders 
were to be paid by Sandover, and the difference between the 
sums of £100 and £75 was the consideration paid by Sandover to Long 
for the assistance of the latter in enabling him to avoid the payment 
of the fine on Ormond Lodge. The information asked that the surrender 
and admission of the 13th of August, 1902, might be declared void, and that 
Sandover might be ordered to pay to the deputy-steward of the manor the 
sum of £400 (less the sums of £32 and 6d.) with interest. The agreement 
between Sandover and Long was put in, and shewei that Sandover agreed 
to buy the cottage for £100 and to reconvey it after three months for £75. 
If he wished to keep it, it was agreed he should pay a further sum of £20, 
Long was to keep the rents and pay the outgoings. The defendants gave 
evidence, and stated it was usual when large properties in the manor were 
bought for the purchaser to be admitted to the roll for a smaller property 
payment, and Long stated that Sandover agreed to his keeping the rents 
because they were small in amount and troublesome to collect. It was 
admitted, on behalf of the Crown, that if there had been a ond fide sale he 
would have a right to be on the manor, but it was contended that this was 
not a Jond fide transaction, and that therefore he was not properly on the 
rolls. As to the fine, the usual two years’ rule was not applicable in the 
present case. Counsel cited R. v. Boughey (1_B. & O. 565) and X. v, 
Dollington (Freeman’s Report, 295). On behalf of Sandover it was contended 
that there was a lond fide intention on the part of Sandoon to become the 
owner. Furthermore, the custom was a bad one, as the amount of fine was 
arbitrary. Counsel cited Douglas v. Lord Dysart (10 C. B. N.S. 689). On 
behalf of Long it was contended the question of ownership was immaterial. 
Even if there was a volantary surrender the lord could be compelled to 
admit, and here the surrender was for value. Counsel cited Hall v. 
Garland (35 Ch. D. 64). 

CuANNELL, J.—I think I must give judgment for the Crown. The 
transaction was in fact colourable, though not in any sense fraudulent, 
because the defendants were quite entitled to evade payment of the fine if 
they could. I think the purchase was colourable because of the agree- 
ment that Long should keep the rents. If a person get on the rolls by 
meaus of a representation that he intends to purchase, and does not in fact 
purchase, the transaction is a colourable one; the lord is entitled to say 
that the person should pay the fine which he would have paid but for the 
representation. The result of the transaction is that the lord of the manor 
is entitled to be put in the same position as if Sandover had not been 
admitted a tenant of the cottage. As to the amount of the fine, in the 
special circumstances of this case the lord is entitled to more than the 
usual two years’ value, and I fix the amount of the fine at £300.—CovnszL, 
Finlay, A.G., and Vaughan Hawkins ; Danckwerts, K.C., Holman Gregory, and 
Clay ; Cave, K.C., and Gilbart Smith. Soxicrrors, Solicitor of Woods and 
Forests ; Trinder, Caprons, § Co; Skewes-Cox, Nash, § Co. 

[Reported by ALay Hoaa, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. 


ATTORNEY-GENERAL v. THE EARL OF LONDESBOROUGH. Channell, J. 
7th March. 
Reventr—Estate Dury—Serrtement or Prersonat Properry py WiLL— 
Frvance Act, 1894 (57 & 58 Vicr. c. 30), s. 21 (1). 

Information by the Attorney-General claiming that certain duties 
became payable under the provisions of the Finance Act, 1894, 
on the death of William Henry Forester, Earl of Londesborough. The 
information stated that W. J. Denison, by will dated the 3rd of August, 
1848, devised all his lands and other hereditaments to the use of his 
nephew, Lord Albert Denison Conyngham, for his life, with remainder to 
the use of W. Conyngham, the eldest son of his nephew, and his assigns 
tor life, with remainder to the use of the first and every other son of the 
vaid W. Conyngham in tail male, with certain remainders over. The 
testator bequeathed all his personal estate to trustees, on trust to convert 
into money all his residuary personal estate, and within ten years of his 
death to invest these moneys in laud and to settle the estates so 
purchased in the same manner and on the same trusts as his real estate 
was settled in his will. The testator died on the 3rd of August, 1849, 
and his executors, having paid probate duty on his personal estate, 
handed over to the trustees of the will the residuary personal estate. 
The trustees of the will invested that residue in the purchase of heredita- 
ments, which were duly conveyed to the uses of the testator’s will, Lord 
Albert Conyngham was in 1850 created Baron Londesborough. The 
first Lord Londesborough died in January, 1860, and was succeeded by 
Lord Albert in the title, and he also succeeded as,tenant for life to the 
estates devised by the will of W. J. Denison, including the cstates 
purchased with the residuary persoualty of the testator. By an 
indenture dated the 18th of May, 1886, made between the defendant 
of the first part, the second Lord Londesborough of the second 





part, and certain trustees of the third part, the estates held under 


| the settlement in the will of W. J. Denison were resettled. ‘The second 


Lord Londesborough died on the 19th of April, 1900, when the 


| defendant succeeded to the estates and title, The Commissioners 


of Inland Revenue claimed that upon such death estate duty was 
payable under the provisions of the Finance Act, 1894, upon all the 
property the subject of the resettlement of May, 1886, The defendant 
contended that/ he was entitled to exemption under section 21 (1) of the 
| Finance Act, 1894, from estate duty in respect of that portion of the real 
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estate which was derived from the investment in land of personal estate, | condition happening and silence as to what was to occur if this condition * 
upon which probate duty had been paid under the will of the said W. J. | did not happen. He, the learned judge, was of opinion that the letter was . 


Denison. The question for the decision of the court was whether or not 
the defendant was entitled to the exemption claimed. Section 21 (1) of 
the Finance Act, 1894, provides that ‘‘ estate duty shall not be payable on 
the death of a deceased person in respect of personal property settled by a 
will or disposition made by a person dying before the commencement of 
this Act, in respect of which property any duty mentioned in- paragraphs 1 
and 2 of the first schedule to this Act, or the duty payable on any 
representation or inventory under any Act in force before the Customs and 
Inland Revenue Act, 1881, has been paid, or is payable, unless in either 
case the deceased was at the time of his death, or at any time since the 
will or disposition took effect had been competent to dispose of the 
property.’’ On behalf of the Crownit was now submitted that section 21 
applied only to cases of personal property which existed as such at the 
time of death on which estate duty was claimed as well as at the time when 
probate duty was payable. In the present case personal property had 
been invested in land and had ceased to be personal property, and there- 
fore had ceased to be within the exemption. On behalf of the defendant 
it was contended that the property in question came within the exemption. 
Duty having been paid upon personal property the subject of a settlement, 
that property was by section 21 exempt from further duty. The mere fact 
that the property had been invested in land did not take the case out of 
the exemption. The following cases were cited: The Attorney-General v. 
Dodington (45 W. R. 476, 657 ; 1897, 2 Q. B. 373), Commissioners of Inland 
Revenue v. Priestley (49 W. R. 657; 1901, A. C. 208). 

CHANNELL, J, in delivering judgment for the Crown, said that the object 
of the Legislature in the Finance Act, 1894, was to impose duties on landed 
property. As regards section 21 (1), he, the learned judge, thought that 
the words “‘in respect of personal property settled’? meant in respect of 
personal property governed by a settlement and passing at the death by 
operation of the settlement, and that they did not refer to property 
which had at some time been settled. The section gave exemption to 
personal property which at the time of the death passed by means of the 
settlement. Therefore he thought that the property in question did not 
come within the exemption, and that his judgment must be for the Crown. 
Judgment for the Crown.—Covnset, Sir R. Finlay, A.G., Sir E. Carson, 
8.G., and Vaughan Hawkins ; Danckwerts, K.C.,and Bridgeman. Soxicrrors, 
Solicitor to the Inland Revenue ; Royds § Rawstorne. 

[Reported by E. G, Sr1ttweE t, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. |] 


BARRETT & SONS (LIM.) ». DAVIES. Phillimore, J. 4th March. 
StaTuTE oF Limrratrions—Promise To Revive A Desr unpER 9 Geo. 4, c. 14 
—GENERAL ACKNOWLEDGMENT—ConDITIONAL Promise To Pay. 
Action tried before Phillimore, J., without a jury, under order 14, the 
claim being for money lent. The defence was that the claim was barred 
by the Statute of Limitations. Thé question was whether the case was 
taken out ot the statute by a letter written on the 13th of March, 1901, by 
the defendant to the plaintiffs’ managing director. The plaintiff company 
sued for £557 15s, 3d., moneys lent and interest. The last loan was made 
by the company on the 11th of February, 1897, and the writ was not issued 
until the 27th of January, 1904. The acknowledgment on which reliance was 
placed to take the case out of the statute was a letter dated the 13th of March, 
1901, which was written under the following circumstances: In December, 
1900, an account was rendered by the plaintiff company to the defendant 
shewing the total then due from him £501 14s. 6d., of which £87 4s. 6d. 
was for interest. This account was accompanied by a letter written on the 
company’s paper, signed ‘‘O, A. Barrett, Managing Director,’’ in which 
Barrett said that he enclosed the company’s account, and that if Davies 
could not arrange to pay the whole by the end of the year he must ask 
him at least to pay the interest. After this there was a meeting between 
Barrett and Davies, which resulted in Davies writing the letter of the 13th 
of March, 1901. ‘The letter was as follows: ‘‘ Dear Sir,—I beg to confirm 
our conversation of yesterday—viz., that I am willing to sell the 5,280 
shares that I hold in the Preston Davies Ball Bearings Co. (Limited) for the 
sum of £816 ds, 6d., and in the event of my doing so I will with the 
money pay the 10s, call due on 629 of the above shares, amounting to 
£314 lus., and the balance in settlement of my account with R. Barrett & 
Son (Limited), amounting at the 13th of December last to £501 14s. 6d,— 

Yours faithtully, Preston Davirs.”’ 

Cuanne1, J., in giving judgment for the plaintiffs, said that it had 
been decided upon the construction of Lord Tenterden’s Act (9 Geo. 4, c. 14) 
that an acknowledgment of a debt is not enough; that there must be a 
promise to pay. Froma general acknowledgment without more it was proper 
to infer a promise to pay : see Gardner v. Maemahon (3 Q. B. 561), Mstehert's 
claim (L. R. 6 Ch. 822), Skeet v. Lindsay (25 W. R. 322, 2 Ex. D. 314). 
From an acknowledgment, coupled with a promise to pay upon condition, 
and declaring inability or unwillingness to pay except upon this condition, 
no general promise can be inferred, and the acknowledgment does not 
operate unless the condition is satisfied: see Zanner v. Smart (6 B. & C. 
603), Smith v. Thorne (L. R. 18 Q. B. 134), and Meyerhoff v. Froehlich (27 
W. R. 258, 4 C. P. D. 63), and many other cases. There were cases in 
which the reference to a particular source of payment has been held to 
point to that source as a primary one, but not as the only ona, and, as the 
acknowledgment stands as a general promise to pay, with a suggestion 
only that the payment may be made out of a particular fund. Lastly, 
there might be a case where there is a general acknowledgment of the debt 
with a conditional promise to pay, but without any distinct statement that 
except upon the performance of the condition the debtor will not or cannot 
pay. That he, the learned judge, thought was this case, and he did not 


a sufficient acknowledgment of the debt to take the case out of the statute, 
and that, therefore, judgment should be for the plaintiffs. Judgment for 
plaintiffis.—' ‘ounseL, Compston ; Lush, K.C., and W. S, Shaw. Soxicrrors, 
Edmonds &§ Co. ; Alfred Davies. 

[Reported by E. G. Sritiwext, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. | 


GRANGE v. TAYLOR. Bigham, J. 2Ist March. 


Bitt or Laprnc—Constavction—Unpivivep Brik—BiLts or Lapixe FOR 
Yantous Parcets—Unsounp Grain—Erxor 1x ApPporTIONING— Back 
Biri. or Laprne to Bear rvs PropoRtTion oF SHORTAGE . . - IF ANY. 


Action tried in the Commercial Court. This was an action by endorsee® 
of bills of ladmg for damages for short delivery, and for breach of con 
tract contained in the bills of lading, and for conversion of the plaintiff’® 
goods. Maizein bulk was shipped from Odessa to London. Bills of lading 
tor various undivided portions were obtained. Two of the bills of lading 
came into the plaintiff’s hands, and another endorree was one Paul. The bills 
of lading contained the following clause: ‘‘ If the parcel herein signed for 
constivutes part of a larger bulk shipped without separation into parcels, 
as per bills of lading, each bill of lading shall bear its due proportion of 
shortage, or damage and/or sweepings if any.’’ In the margin was an 
impressed note: ‘‘ Part of a parcel, shipped without separation. ,, Bach 
bill of lading to bear its proportion of shortage and damage if any.”” On 
arrival of the vessel, The Palestrina, Thompson & Sons induced the defendants 
to send the vessel to where their elevator stood on I jetty, Victoria Dock, 
and was there to be discharged by means of their elevator. The maize 
was gathered under the open hatchways, and the elevator then raised 
it and discharged it into the consignees’ barges alongside. Paul's barge 
happening to be the first received his full consignment of maize. Before the 
full consignment had been delivered to him, but too late to stop it, 
it was discovered that some of the remaining maize was heated. ‘he 
heated maize was apportioned by Thompson amongst the consignees 
but Paul already had received his full consignment of sound cargo. 
The plaintiffs refused to accept the 108 quarters which remained over, and 
which Paul ought to have had, and were therefore 108 quarters short, and 
they sued the shipowner for short delivery, alleging that if they took the 
108 quarters they would have more than their share of unsound ggain. 
The question was whether Thompson & Sons, who did the age 
were the agents of the shipowner or of the consignees. In Victoria D 
there were two elevators, one of which belonged to Thompson & Sons, and 
was used for discharging their owa vessels. When not so employed, they, 
by arrangement with the dock company, discharged other vessels. | The 
arrangement with the dock company was that Thompson & Sons did the 
work for the dock company for an inclusive charge of 1s. lid. per ton. 
Toe dock company charged 4d. per ton for brmging cargo und-r open 
hatchways, and 1s. 9d. per ton for discharging by au elevator into barges. 
The dock company, when the time for payment arrived, sent debit notes to 
the ship for the 4d., aud to the cargo-owners for the 1s. 9d. When the 
heated grain was discovered hompson’s men told the dock company’s 
clerk, aud when the grain had been apportioned an entry recording the 
fact was made in the dock company’s books. The plaintiffs contended 
that the shipowner must deliver the cargo in proper proportions of sound 
and damaged grain, the bill of lading being a contract only between ship- 
owner and holder. The contract in the bill of lading could not regulate 
the rights of cargo owners inter se. Whatever the general practice 
might be, the grain was not received until it was placed in the 
barges or trucks. If there was no short delivery, there was conversion. 
The defendants contended that Thompson & Sons were the agents of 
the consignees. ‘he obligation of the shipowner was only to give reason~ 
able facilities to the tenants in common to apportion ivéer se. The defendant 
was not liable for the apportionment. There was no short delivery. 
Further, there was no conversion. ‘The following cases were cited: 
Fetrocochino v. Bott (L. R. 9. C. P. 355), Porteus v. Watney (3 Q. B. D. 534), 
Spicer v. Martin (14 App. Cas. 12), Nottingham Patent Brick and Tile Co. v. 
Butler (15 Q. B. D. 261), Collins v. Castle (36 Ch, D. 243) < 

Bicnam, J., in giving a considered judgment, said he was of opinion 
that Thompson & Sons were the agents of the shipowner for discharging 
the vessel, and were the agents of the consignees for receiving the cargo, 
the receipt by Thompson & Sons being the receipt by the dock company. 
The shipowner’s duty was net toapportion the heated grain. How, where, 
and when could the shipowner dv so? Skilled men would be required. 
‘here was no room on the ship, and it could not be said that he 
had to hire quay space. Was the delivery to be kept back until 
every portion of the cargo had been got out and sorted! ‘The provisions 
of these bills of lading regalated the rights of the holders inéer se, and were 
not intended to increase the shipowners duty. In Porteous v. Watney 
Brett, L.J., he thought, considered the different bills of lading holders 
strangers to each other, ‘That authority had no application to the present 
case. ‘The present bill of lading was, on the face ot it, one of a group, and 
the makers and takers knew it to be such. The shipowner, not for his own 
benefit, but merely for the benefit of the various receivers, subscribed to 
the stipulation as to the division of damaged grain, All the receivers 
bought their bills of lading with notics, and he thought became bound 
towards each other by what the shipowner had done tor them, There was 
no conversion, the entry in the dock-book of the 10S8qrs, as belonging to 
Paul did not interfere with the plaintitts’ rights, If there was a ¢on- 
version it was not by the defendants, When the grain was delivered into 
the elevator the defendants had finished with the goods, Judgment for 
the defendant.—Counset, Hamilton, K.C., and dot; Carver, K.O., and 
Adair Roche, Soxrcrrons, Lowless $ Co. ; Bottereld § Rooke, 





think that it was covered by authority. There was here a distinct acknow- 
ledgment of the debt, coupled with a promise to pay it upon a particular 


[Reported by W. T. Tenvox, Esq, Barristonat-Law 
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’ HEWER’S EXECUTORS v. MAYOR, &o., OF FULHAM. Channell, J. 


19th March. 
Merroroiis—Sewer orn Draarys—Liasiuity ro Repark Drarace sy Com- 
BINED Operation — Sanction or Locat AvrHoriry — METROPOLIS 


Manacement Act (18 & 19 Vict. c. 120), ss. 76, 120. 


This was the hearing of an injunction to restrain the Borough Council 
of Fulham from entering upon the premises of the plaintiffs and breaking 
open or in any way interfering with the drains and sewers, the property of 
the plaintiffs. A declaration was also asked for that the drain upon their 
premises, No. 29, Rosebery-road, was a sewer within the Metropolis 
Manag-ment Act, and this was the main point in the case. It appeared 
that the defendant council in February, 1903, served a notice on the 
plaintiffs requirmg them to abate a nuisance arising trom a drain at 
Kosebery-road. The defendants also served a notice on the plaintiffs 
under section 53 of the Act requiring them to disconnect the drain of 
No. 27 trom the drain of No. 29. The plain:iffs then brought this accion. 
It was contended on their behalf that the drain was a sewer, as it drained 
two houses. On behalf of the borough council it was contended that on 
the facts the drain was a combined drainage executed under the sanction 
of the Fulham Vestry. The following cases were cited in argument: 
Bateman v. Poplar Board of Works (33 Ch. D. 660), Green v. Newington 
Vestry (46 W. R. 624; 1898, 2 Q. B.1), Kershaw v. Taylor (44 W. R. 28; 
1895, 2 Q. B.), London School Board v. Bethnal Green (46 W. R. 353; 1898, 
A. ©. 190), and Greater London Property Co. v. Foot (47 W. R. 541; 1899, 
1Q. B. 472). 

CuaNNELL, J.—The question here in substance is, whether a certain 
structure being the portion of the provisions for the drainage of two 
houses, but being upon the premises of one house, is repairable at the 
expense of the private owners, or at that of the public authority. When 
it was proposed to build the house, the owner, or some one acting for 
him, deposited a plan with the public authority. That plan shewed 
that it was proposed to build about 115 houses, and it was obvious 
from the plans that it was proposed to drain these houses in pairs, 
although the plan gave no detail of the proposed drains. A surveyor 
of the vestry advised in favour of the plan being adopted; and minutes 
of the Works Committee shewed that the plan was approved by the 
committee, and the plans were subsequently approved by the vestry. 
The cases shew that the minutes shewing that approval amount to 
an order under section 76. It is said that no notification was given 
to the owner of that order, as required by the section. But I think, 
having regard to the facts, that I am entitled to assume that Mr. Hearn 
knew his application 10 drain the houses in pairs by a combined syst+m 
had been granted. [His lordship then went into the facts at length, and 
continued :] Now, the facts as to the construction of the draius shew that 
the authority approved a plan of combined drainage which did not shew 
all the details of drainage. I assume from the evidence that the drainage 
was carried out under the sanction of the two surveyors of the authority 
and that is, in effect, a drainage sanctioned by the authority. That being 
so, the drainage as laid was a combined sanction of drainage laid with 
the sanction of the vestry, and is therefore a drain and not a sewer. It 
has been contended on behalf of the defendants that where two houses are 
drained by a combined system of drainage, under the sanction of the 
vestry, the houses must be treated as one house, and the owner has 
a right to alter their drains as if they were the drains of one house. 
That proposition rests upon a judgment of mine in Greater London Property 
Co. v. Foot, but the proposition as there stated is too wide and must 
confined to the facts in that case. I base my decision on the fact that the 
work was done with the sanction of the vestry.—Covnsex, Boxall, K.C., 
and Silvain Mayer ; Danckwerts, K.C., and Courthope Munroe. Soutrcrrors, 
W. W. Young, Son, § Ward ; R. M. Prescot. 


[Reported by Aan Hoae, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. | 


A, GOERZ & CO. (LIM.) v. T. E. BELL (SURVEYOR OF TAXES). 
Div. Court, 7th and 8th March. 


Revenve—Ixcome Tax—Restpence—‘ Person Resrprnc rx tHe Umirep 
Kixopomu ’’—Forzicn Conroration—Recistered ABROAD, BUT NOT REGIB- 
TERED IN Enciranp—Income Tax Act, 1853, s. 2, Scnepvze D, (1). 


Appeal by the company raised by special case for the determination of 
@ point of law tried by Channell, J., sitting for a Divisional Court, The 
appellant company, who carry on business at 20, Bishopsgate-street, E.C. 
as merchants and financiers, appealed to the commissioners appointed 
for the special purposes of the Income Tax Acts for the City of 
London against an assessment made upon them in respect of their 
estimated profits, returned at £142,429, for the year ending the 
5th of April, 1900. The appeal was dismissed, and at the 
instance of the appellants a case was stated for the opinion of the 
High Court which set out the following facts: The appellant company 
was duly registered as a joint stock company at Pretoria in the South 
African Republic, on the 30th of December, 1897, but has never been 
registered in the United Kingdom as a joint stock company. By the 
articles of association which were passed at Johannesburg on the 7th of 
December, 1897, it was provided (inter alia) that the head office should be 
either in London or elsewhere on the Continent of Europe or in Johaunes- 
burg or at such other place elsewhere with such branch or branches in 
that —- and elsewhere, as the directors should from time to time 
determine. The objects for which the company was established were to 
adopt a certain agreement bearing date the 7th of December, 1897, entered 
into between Ad. Goerz & Co. (a com y limited under German law) ; the 
Deutsche Bank of Berlin and one Hill acting as trustee for this company 


to carry on the business of merchants and dealers in shares, stocks, _ 





other securities, financial and general agents, and shortly to carry on and 
undertake any business transaction or operation commonly carried on by 
capitalists, promoters and financiers contracts or public works agents. All 
meetings of the company were, until otherwise determined by the company 
or the board, to be held in Johannesburg, and the directors, of 
whom there were to be not less than five or more than fifteen, 
might reside in the South African Republic, in Europe, or elsewhere, 
Under the head of ‘Proceedings of Directors’’ it was provided 
by article 81 that the directors might meet in Berlin, London, 
Johannesburg, Paris, or elsewhere for the despatch of business as they 
thought fit and determined, and by article 87 the management of the 
business and the control of the company was to be vested in the directors, 
By article 102 such of the books of account as were in the South Atrican 
Republic were t» be kept at the office of the company there ; or at such 
other place as the directors might think fit, and all other books of the 
company were to be k+pt at such offices in the Republic, England, or 
elsewhere in Europe, as the board might from time to time determine, 
The company obtained the control of several subsidiary companies and the 
profits made by the appellant company were largely obtain-d by the sale 
and realization of the subsidiary companies shares, and from the sale of 
shares in various other foreign companies. The first general meeting of 
the company was held in Johannesburg on the 28th of April, 1899, and 
subsequently have been held in London, where almost every transaction as 
evidenced by the minute book of importance affecting the management, 
control, and direction of the company was dealt with at the board 
meetings of the directors at 20, Bishopsgate-street, held, with one 
exception, once a month. At these meetings in London the accounts of 
the Johannesburg, Paris, and Berlin offices were balanced and audited, 
and were incorporated in the full balance-sheet issued for the year. The 
appellants contended that they should be assessed as a person not 
resident within the United Kingdom drawing profits from a trade 
exercised in the United Kingdom and on such profits only. The 
commissioners found (1). that the trade and business of the 
appellant company constituted one tride or business carried on 
and exercised by them within the United Kingdom at their London office, 
and (2) that the head, and seat, and directing power of the affairs of the 
appellant company were at the office of the company in London, from 
whence the whole of the operations of the company, both in the United 
Kingdom and elsewhere, were controlled and directed. They accordingly 
determined that the appellant compavy was a person residing in the United 
Kingdom, aid liable as such to be assessed under section 2 of the Income 
Tax Act, 1853, Schedule D1, on the whole of the annual profits or gains 
arising or accruing from any trade, whether the same shall be respectively 
carried on in the United Kingdom or elsewhere, and they accordiagly affirmed 
the assessment of £142,429 on the appellant company. If the opinion of 
the commission was not upheld, the case was to be remitted in order that 
the profits made in the United Kingdom asa London branch of the appellant 
company might be ascertained. 

CHaANNELL, J., in giving judgment, said he had to consider whether a 
residence in the Transvaal prevented the company having a residence here. 
The appellants contended that they should be assessed as a person not 
resident in this country, drawing profits from a trade exercised in the 
United Kingdom, and on such profits only, and the case was important 
because it was the first in which a company registered abroad had not been 
registered in the United Kingdom, and the decision no doubt would affect 
a great number of mining companies and merchant firms in the City. 
There were no authorities exactly in point, but it seemed to him that on 
the findings of fact the Crown was entitled to succeed. The case found 
that the direction of the company and the general control of its affairs 
undoubtedly proceeded from the board in London. In these circumstances 
did the fact that the company was incorporated in the late South African 
Republic shew that its residence was necessarily there and not else- 
where? In his opinion the true inference here was that the company must 
be held to be resident for the purposes of assessment to income tax in this 
country and not in Johannesburg. Therefore his judgment must be that 
the decision of the Income Tax Commissioners should be affirmed and the 
appeal dismissed with costs.—Covnss1, Asquith, K.C., Szrutton, K.0., and 
J. R. Atkin; Sir BR. B. Finlay, A.G. and Rowlatt. Sotrcrrors, Herbert 
Smith, Goss, King, §& Gregory; The Solicitor to the Inland Revenue. 


[Reported by Erskine Resp, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. | 





County Courts, 
CATHERINE DAVIS v. A. J. ROBINS. Worthing. 2ist March. 


In this action the plaintiff claimed £50 as damages for breach of a con- 
tract to take a furnished house on the Marine-parade, Worthing, for a 
period of twenty-two weeks, at a rental of £3 13s. 6d. a week, from the 
26th of October last. The defendant had entered inte occupation of the 
premises, but gave them up after seventeen days, because, as he alleged, 
the-house was unfit for habitation owing to its being overrun with mice ; 
because none of the couking utensils were fit for use; and because the 
drainage was defective. At the trial the two latter grounds were aban- 
doned, but the defendant alleged a further nuisance m the presence of 
beetles and slugs as well as mice. 

His Honour Judge Scutty, in delivering judgment, said that seeing that 
— was said about the beetles and slugs in the defendant's first 
letter, he was satisfied that the mice nuisance was the only one that was 
seriously considered by the defendant, but upon the evidence he had come 
to the conclusion that the nuisance caused by the mice was serious, and 
one which substantially interfered with the reasonable use and enjoyment 
of the house as a residence, and especially by rendering the larder useless 
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as a place in which to keep meat and other food. His honour accordingly 
held that there had been a breach of the conditions implied in the letting 
of the house, that every part of it was reasonably fit for immediate occu- 
yation, and that this breach of the implied conditions entitled the 
defendant to rescind the contract.—Counser, Horton Smith; Slater. 
Souicrtor’, VW. F. Verrall, Worthivg ; Albert Davis, Brighton. 








New Orders, &c. 


High Court of Justice. 
Easter Vacation, 1904, 
Noricr. 

There will be no sitting in court during the Easter Vacation. 

During the Easter Vacation, all applications ‘“‘ which may require to be 
immediately or promptly heard,’”’ are to be made to the Honourable Mr. 
Justice Walton. 

Mr. Justice Walton will act as Varation Judge from Thursday, March 
3lst, to Monday, April 11th, both days inclusive. 

His lordship will sit in King’s Bench Judges’ Chambers on Thursday, 
April 7th. On other days within the above period, applications in urgent 
matters may be made to his lordship by post or, if necessary, personally. 

In the case of applications to the judge by pest the brief of counsel 
should be sent addressed to the judge by book-post or parcel, prepaid, 
vecompanied by office copies of the affidavits in support of the application, 
and also by a minute, on a separate sheet of paper, signed by couneel, of 
the order he may consider the applicant entitled to, and also an envelope 
capable of receiving the papers, addressed as follows ; ‘‘ Chancery Official 
Letter: To the Registrar in Vacation, Chancery Registrars’ Chambers, 
Royal Courts of Justice, London, W.C.”’’ 

On applications for injunctions, in addition to the above, a copy of the 
writ, and a certificate of writ issued, must also te sent. 

The papers sent to the judge will be returned to the registrar. 

The address of the Vacation Judge can be obtained on application at 
the Chancery Registrars’ Chambers, Room 136, Royal Courts of Justice. 








Law Societies. 
The Law Society. 


Tue New Wrvxc or tae Hatt Opened sy THE KiNc. 


The new wing of the society’s hall, the portion of the building which 
forms the corner of Chancery-lane and Carey-street, was opened on 
Wednesday under the most auspicious circumstances. For not only was 
the King himself present in person, but he was also accompanied by the 
Queen and H.R.H. the Princess Victoria, the Royal visitors being attended 
by Lady Alice Stanley, the Hon. Sylvia Edwardes, the Hon. Mary Dyke, 
Lord Churchill, General Sir Godfrey Clerk, Colonel the Hon. H. C. Legge, 
and the Hon. Sidney Greville. This is the first occasion in the society’s 
annals on which the building has been honoured with the presence of the 
reigning sovereign, and the demand for seats on the part of the members 
was, naturally enough, far beyond anything like the accommodation which 
could be provided, Accordingly, the Council had perforce to resort to a 
ballot in order to reduce the number of those who wished to attend toa 
proportion something in accordance with the capacity of the building. 
There were, in addition, a number of guests, amongst whom were many 
ladies, and it was their privilege to occupy, whilst waiting, the only seats, 
& few chairs placed near the dais which had been erected in the new 
members’ Common Room, where ‘the ceremony of declaring the building 
open was to take place. For the remainder of the spectators none but 
standing room could be provided, and the members therefore filled the 
further portion of the Common Room, leaving but a gangway marked off 
by crimson ropes for the passage of the Royal party. The dais itself was 
provided with chairs for the use of the Royal visitors, but as a matter of fact 
these were never used, their Majesties standing during the whole of the 
proceedings. Among those present, in addition to the President (Mr. 
Gray Hill, Liverpool) and the Vice-President (Mr. Thomas Rawle), 
were the Lord Chancellor, the Lord Chief Justice, the Master of 
the Rolls, Lord James of Hereford. Sir Robert Finlay, Baron Boxall, 
Sir C. J. Boxall, Sir George Lewis, Sir Homewood Crawford (City 
Solicitor), Sir William Broadbent, Sir Henry White, Sir E. Wollaston 
Knocker, Sir Thomas Payne, Mr. Guy F. Laking, Mr. William 
Wiihams, Mr. F. K. Munton,*and the following members of the 
Council: Mr. Charles Mylne Barker, Mr. James Samuel Beale, Mr. 
Edmund Kell Blyth, Mr. Ebenezer John Bristow, Mr. John Wreford 
Budd, Mr, William Francis Fladgate, Mr. William Edward Foster 
Aldershot), the Right Hon. Sir Henry Fowler, GC.S.L, M.P., Mr. 
William Edward Gillett, Mr. William Godden, Sir John Hollams, Mr. 
Henry James Johnson, Mr. Stephen Henham King (Maidstone), Mr. 
Ilarry Wimot Lee, Mr. Charles Edward Mathews (Birmingham), Mr. 
Joseph Farmer Milne (Manchester), Mr. Frederic Parker Morre)] Oxford), 
Mr. Charles Leopold Samson, Mr. Charles Stewart, Mr, Richard Stephens 
Taylor, Mr. Walter Trower, Mt, William -Melmoth Walters, Mr, Arthur 
Wightman (Sheffield), Mr. William Howard Winterbotham, and Mr. 
Philip Witham, together with Mr. F. C. Cartwright (Bristol), Mr. C. J. E. 
Crosse (Manchester), Mr. T. Eggar (Brighton), Mr. C. E. Longmore 
(Hertford) and Mr. ©. E, Stevens (Liverpool) (extraordinary ssembers), 





and Mr. E W. Williamson. (secretary) and Mr. Bucknill (assistant 
secre . 

The Cots of invitation bore the announcement that it was unecessary 
for the holders to present them before 2.45 or they would not be admitted, 
the time at which the ceremony would take place being set down for 3.30 
or thereabouts. Accordingly, well before the time had been reached, the 
Common Room was thronged with the ex t crowd ; but the period of 
waiting was not altogether ill-spent, for the band of the Royal Artillery 
(Woolwich), under the baton of Cavaliere L. Zavertal, M.V.O., R.A., 
agreeably occupied the interval with a eo ng of excellently rendered 
music, A large crowd had gathered outside the hall in Chancery-lane, 
and shortly after three o’clock their cheering announced the arrival of the 
royal party, who were received, the band meanwhile playing the National 
Anthem, as they alighted from their carriage by the Lord Chancellor on 
the canopied steps at the entrance to the hall. The Lord Chancellor con- 
ducted their Majesties into the vestibule where the President and Vice- 
President were presented to the King and Queen by his lordship. The 
vestibule was lined with palms and other evergreens for the on, and 
here bouquets of orchids were offered to the Queen and the Princess by 
Miss Rawle, the Vice-President’s daughter, and the architect, Mr. Percy 
Adams, was then presented to their Majesties. The President and Vice- 
President next conducted the Royal party - who, it may be mentioned, were 
attired in deep mourning—by the new staircase to the common room, their 
entrance being the signal for’ loud applause. Having made their way 
through the lane which had been left for them, their Majesti-s and the 
Princess and the lords and ladies in waiting who accompanied them, 
ascended the scarlet-covered dais at the Chancery-lane end of the room, 
around which, leaving a large s so that all could witness the pro- 
ceedings, the specially invited guests and the members of the Council were 
assembled. 

ADDRESS TO THEIR MAJESTIES. 


Standing a short distance to the left of the King, in front below the 
dais, the Parsrmpent read an address to their Majesties, as follows: ‘‘ May 
it please your Majesties: We, your most loyal subjects, the President, 
Vice-President; and Council of the Law Society, desire, on behalf of 
the members of our profession, to offer the assurance of our affection to 
your Majesties, and of our loyalty and devotion to the throne, and to 
tender our sincere thanks for your having graciously consented to opep the 
new wing of this hall. Our profession was until the year 1831 unrepre- 
sented save by a society establi-hed in 1739, which was confined to Londor 
alone. That society had no hall of its own. but by charter granted by 
your royal predecessor King William IV. the Law Socirty, as it practically 
now exists, inclusing both London and the provinces, was formed for the 
purpose of promoting professional improvement and facilitating the 
acquisition of legal knowledge. This charter was surrendered in the year 
1845 to her late Majesty Queen Victoria, who was graciously pleased to 
grant a new charter, which greatly improved the position of the society’s 
original situation. This charter has been on two occasions supplemented 
by other charters conferring further powers. The Legislature has been 
pleased to conf+r upou the Law Society important duties with reference to 
the improvement of the profession, the »ncquisition of legal knowledge, the 
examination of students, the admission to the profession, the keep- 
ing of the roll of solicitors, and aiding in maintaining honourable 
practice. The council has thus been enabled, amongst other 
things, to give earnest attention to the question of legal educa- 
tion in London, in the great provincial centres, and throughout 
the country, and the council is now in co-operation with the Inns 
of Court with the object of establishing a school of law. For the 
furtherance of this purpose it has recently become necessary for the society 
to make large additions to their building, which will, it is trusted, enable 
the society, comprising over 8,000 members, more effectually to carry out 
the important duties which have been entrusted to it. As loyal servants 
of your Majesty and solicitors of the Supreme Court we shall be greatly 
encouraged by your gracious visit to continue to discharge faithfully the 
important duties with which the society has been entrusted, and to the 
utmost of our power to aid in maintaining and improving the admini-tra- 
tion of justice.’’ 

Tae Kino’s Repty. 

The Presipent then advanced to the dais and handed the address—which 
was handsomely emblazoned on parchment and mounted on crimson satin, 
the arms of the society occupying a prominent position, and the remainder 
of the ornament glittering with colour and gold, whilst the common seal of 
the society and the signatures of the president, vice-president, and secre- 
tary completed the document—to the King, who received it smilingly, 
accepted it with a bow, and repli-d as follows: 

‘* [thank you for your loyal aud dutifal address. It gives me much 
pleasure to inaugurat. this fine wing, which the Law Society have added 
to their hall to provide better accommodation for your various require- 
ments, and I look upon the improvement as an a-surauce that the society 
are determiaed to meet fully the responsibilities laid upon them by statute 
and by Royal Charter. The furtherauce of a sound legal eaucation oe 
solicitors. not only in this city, but also throughout the country, is one 
the most important duties entrusted to the society. The increased facilities 
which the new building offers, with its spacious hall for examinations and 
lectures, and its library, must do much to assist in promoting the objects 
which the society have in view. I have the greatest interest in the advance- 
ment of your profession, knowing how much you contribute to the 
administration of our laws, and I am giad to see you have been able to find 
your additional accommodation in so central a position and so close to my 
Royal Courts of Justice. It has also given the Queen great pleasure to 
ry ep A me on this occasion.”’ 
on the conclusion of his Majesty’s address there was a burst of loud 
eering. 
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PresIpENt’s FurtHER REMARKS. 


The Presipent then said: ‘‘ Will your Majesties permit me to express, 
on behalf of the Council and members of this society, the deep sense 
of gratitude which they all feel for the honour conferred upon them 
on this occasion. Ican assure you that amongst all the classes into which 
Englishmen are divided there is not one more loyal to your throne than 
the profession towhich we belong. It isabout seventy-five years ago since 
the society erected the first portion of the edifice in which we are now. 
Gradually it has been enlarged until it has reached the limits of its 
expansion, and the building is at last complete. How long these walls will 
stand and our society remain for the purpose for which the building was 
made no man can foresee. I hope until many hundreds of years after the 
youngest here present shall have passed away. But of this I am well 
. assured, that while they last there will remain in letters of gold upon the 
annals of this society, and deeply engraved upon the hearts of its members, 
a most grateful remembrance of the gracious kindness shewn to us by your 
Majesties to-day.” 

The Krvce then said: ‘I declare this new wing now open,” and the loud 
cheering which followed this announcement having subsided, the President 
and Vice-President conducted the Royal party through the library, and by 
the new staircase, the balustrades of which had been converted into banks of 
yellow tulips, into the hall of the society, and the new dining-rooms, explain- 
ing their use, pointingout the alterations and additions which had been made, 
and bringing to the notice of the Royal visitors the principal features of the 
architect’s work. Their Majesties were greatly interested in all they saw, 
especially in the library and its 50,000 books. The King inspected some 
of the principal treasures, amongst them those from the Mendham Collec- 
tion, including the First Polyglot Bible of 1514, the First Prayer Book of 
Edward VI. (1549), and the Second, and the Whole Byble, by Miles Cover- 
dale, 1550. At the conclusion of the tour of inspection, which occupied 
something like half an hour, their Majesties expressed themselves greatly 
gratified with all they had seen, and much pleased with the design and 
execution of the building, and departed amidst the strains of the National 
Anthem and the cheers of the crowd, who had waited -hroughout the 
ceremony for their reappearance, the three carriages with the Royal visitors 
and their suite returning to Buckingham Palace. 


Ter Common Room. 


It is no unmeaning compliment to say that the common room, in which 
the principal proceedings of the day took place, is a very fine and handsome 
apartment. Large and lofty—it is eighty-eight feet in length by forty in 
breadth and twenty-three in height—the proportions are noble, and the 
scheme of decoration throughout is excellent. The walls are panelled to 
the height of sixteen feet in dark Honduras mahogany, the rich colour of 
which contrasts harmonious'y with the bold pilasters of yellow Greek 
Coppoliua marble, obtained, by the way, from quarries which had long 
been clos-d until they were re-opened for the purpose of supplying marble 
to the new cathedral at Westminster. Their bases and capitals in bronze 
add to the effect, and the fact that the Corinthian order has been selected 
for the interior permits of much more ornamental treatment than does the 
plain Doric which has been used on the exterior of the new wing. Above 
the panelling runs the frieze, which is composed of a series of thirteen panels 
joined by festoons of leavesandfruit. These areall original designs, modelled 

y Mr. Conrad Dressler, fired in clay and enamelled in various colours. 
The festoons are in the old Italian style of Faenza, whilst the panels are in 
Persian enamels, for the reason that these have a quality of depth which no 
others attain to, a revival under the name of Della Robbia of an old art 
which had long been lost. ‘‘ Justice” is the subject which has been 
selected for illustration, and this has been treated in two large panels, one 
3t either end of the room, in which it is depicted under the aspects of the 
‘*Human” and the ‘Divine.’ The panel over the fireplace on the | 
Chancery-lane side of the room representing ‘‘ Human Justice ’’ has a figure | 
holding the typical scales, whilst a seated warrior leans upon the equally | 
typical sword. The figure of a student, also seated, engaged with the 
cecords of the law is likewise shewn, aud behind the chair of Justice stands, | 
Jeep in thought, the Lawgiver. At her feet crouches a gaoler holding the 
prison keys, and in the background is a prisoner gnashing his teeth. A 
disappointed suitor retreats out of the panel. Among the accessories are | 
to be seen a coin bearing the effigy of Cesar, a trumpet proclaiming the 
law, an hour-glass, &c. On either side of this panel, and extending 
around this part of the room are eight smaller panels repre- 
senting in sequence ‘‘Judgment,’”’ who is depicted poised on one 
foot. with a plumb-line in her hand; ‘‘ Truth,” holding a mirror 
which she turns so as to see the reflection of the world; “Integrity,” 
who refuses a proffered money-bag; ‘Prudence,’ an angel 
with outs retched palms fearing to tread where fools would rush; 
“ Strength,’’ with a column, lion’s skin, and club as emblems ; ‘‘ Wisdom,”’ 
holding a serpent curled round her right arm, whilst she holds her left 
hand t» her ear and bends to listen to a voice; ‘‘ Freedom,’’ marching, 
wr-pped in the folds of a fiutt-ring banner. the cap of liberty in her hand ; 
and ° Knvw edge,’ who stands calmly looking before her, in her hands a 
pen and a book, and at her feet instruments of learning. At the Carey 
street end of the room is the second large panel, representing * Divine 
Justice,’”’ in which ‘’ Mercy”’ is exemplified by the story of the Good | 
Famaritan, a figure standing on a bank on which he has unloaded the | 
ass’s panniers, Three smaller panels at this end of the room represent the 
three cardinal virtues, “‘ Hope,”’ leaning on her anchor ; “ Faith,” bearing 
the cross and chalice; and ‘“‘Charity,”’ carrying little children. The 
fine windows facing respectively Chancery-lane and Carey-street, which, 
by the way, have a very good effect from the interior, and the series of 
arched windows nearer Hell-yard are brightened by shields containing the 
arms of varions inns connected with thehall. Itislighted by a number of | 





} 








handsome brass electroliers of artistic design, the numerous arc lamps taking 
the guise of the ancient and correct wax candles. This room is designed in 
part as an addition to the library and is so fitted and arranged that 
members may read here not only the books proper to the library, but the 
various publications of the day, so that the latter class of literature will no 
longer be kept in the hall. There is to be communication on practically 
the same floor level between the existing library, the common room and 
the examination hall, which latter will be used, not only for the purposes 
of examination but in addition for a reading room for students, and 
duplicate text, books will be placed there, it not being intended that 
students, or in fact any other persons other than members of the society, 
should use the existing library. Access is obtained to the common room 
by a new vestibule and a wide staircase adjoining the old main entrance, 


RerresHMENT Room—Smoxina Room. 


The vestibule also gives access through folding doors to the refreshment 
room on the ground floor, measuring 60ft. by 46ft., adjoining which is the 
new smoking room. Both of these rooms have been decorated by Mrs, 
Gray Hill, the former having a large painting representing in oil ‘“‘ Dawn 
on the Dead Sea and the Mountains of Moab,’’ which fills the large panel 
of the overmantel. In the latter room Mrs. Gray Hill has been even more 
generous, the whole of the frieze around the walls as well as the overmantel 
being filled with a series of decorative panels, various flowers having been 
selected for the subjects. 

ACCOMMODATION FOR Starr. 

The accommodation for the staff has been provided entirely on the sides 
of the building facing Carey-street, on the street level, so that the 
offices ‘will be altogether removed from the Chancery-lane side. Near by 
also, for the first time in the society’s history, a room has been provided 
for the president, and here again the work of Mrs. Gray Hill is in evidence 
with an oil painting, the subject being a view ‘‘ On the Phoenician Coast.”’ 
The secretary, assistant secretary, and committee clerks have also rooms, 


and there is a general office 52ft. by 26ft. which is panelled in mahogany, , 


All these rooms will be entered from the Bell-yard side, and they are so 

arranged that the general public who resort to them will not have access 

from them to other parts of the building, so that the rest of the hall will 

thus be reserved for the exclusive use of the members of the society. 
Urrer Srorey. 

The third floor, which comprises the attic storey over the Carey-street 
corner and the part extending beyond it, consists almost entirely of two 
large rooms which will be used for the purpose of examinations and for 
lectures and classes. These rooms are approached by the staircase at the 
Bell-yard entrance and by a lift adjoining that entrance. When not occupied 
for these purposes, the rooms will be used for holding arbitrations, and 
when whgt is at present the general office, facing Chancery-lane, becomes 
vacant, the rooms there can also be used in the same way. It is interest- 
ing to note that the room hitherto used as the general office will contain 
the old oak panelling formerly in the ancient hall of New-inn, which was 
pulled down long since. 

Tue O_p Reapinc Room. 


The additions also comprise a corridor running from between Chancery- 
lane and Bell-yard, which will obviate crossing the old hall, the only 
way hitherto of getting from one side to the other of the building. Again, 
as the common room will now be available as a reading room, the centre 
of the old hall hitherto occupied by tables bearing newspapers and 
magazines will become vacant. The hall can, therefore, be so arranged, 
without detracting from its architectural effect, that members may meet 
one another either for social intercourse or business, and may introduce 
clients or friends for the purpose of conference. The old hall, it should 
not be forgotten, is considered a remarkably handsome room. The original 
intention was that it should be used for social functions and for the 
purposes to which it is now proposed to apply it, but in consequence of 
the limited space at the disposal of the society it had gradually become 


| the ordinary reading-room. 


A Lirrte History. 

The members first met in their own hall, which at that time comprised 
almost the whole building, to-day it forms the central portion. In the years 
1849 and 1857 respectively wings were erected on the north and south sides, 
and lateraluncheon-roomand anexamination room wereadded on a portionof 
the property belonging to the society, having its northern boundary in Carey- 
street. For many years the remaining property there, consisting of three 
houses facing Chancery-lane, was let to tenants. But in 1892 the society's 
exigencies became so pressing that it was absolutely necessary to utilize this 
site. For a long time previously the society had had great difficulty, — 
at great annual expense, in providing accommodation proper for the 
candidates at their various examinations. The rooms occupied by the 


| staff were scattered and inconvenient to the last degree, and a great deal 


of discomfort and loss of time was the result. In fact the difficulty of 
transacting the general business of the society had, owing to the 
scattered position of the various rooms, become so great that it was 
abs»lutely necessary to collect the offices into one part of the building and 
to provide an entrance to them at that part. Since the abolition of the 
club, which had existed from the establishment of the society until 
recently, and the opening of refreshment-rooms available for the use of all 
the members, the accommodation bad become quite insufficient. In addition 
more space was greatly needed for books, as the library had become over 
filled, and the collection continued to ificrease rapidly. 


ARCHITECTURAL, 
As to the appearance of the new wing from the exterior, there is room 
for some variety of opinion, 


It is undoubtedly teverely, and perhaps 
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coldly, classical. It is certainly to be regretted that the columns of the 
large windows are not Ionic, in accordance with those of the principal 
front. They were so in the original design and would have been much 
more ornamental than the plain Doric which has eventually been adopied. 
The figures of the Lady Litigants in Person in the lower windows appear 
small and cramped. The new railing with its seated lions is, however, 
to our thinking, a very good and original feature. 

It only remains to state that the new wing was designed by Mr. H. 
Percy Adams, F.R.I.B.A., and that Messrs. Colls & Son were the con- 
tractors. Messrs. Dolby & Williamson, consulting engineers, had the 
charge of the installation of the electric light, electric lifts, and the heating 
‘of the building. Mr. Hankinson was the contractor for the electric light 
and fittings; Messrs. Berry & Son for the heating apparatus; Messis. 
Easton & Co. for the electric lifts; and Messrs. James Slater & Co. for 
the kitchen fittings. 


Selden Society. 
AnnvaL Meetine. 


The annual general meeting of the Selden Society was held in the Council 
room, Lincoln’s-inn Hall, on Wednesday, the President, Lord Macnaghten, 
taking the chair. The following were present: Lord Lindley, Lord 
Justice Stirling, Mr. Justice Byrne, Mr. Justice Farwell, Mr. P. O. Law- 
rence, K.0., Mr. Inderwick, K.C., Mr. Boydell Houghton, Mr. Campbell, 
Mr. Bell White, Mr. Richard Pennington, Mr. Atkinson, Mr. F. K. Munton, 
(hon. treasurer), and Mr. Fossett Lock (hon. secretary). 

Lord Macnaguten moved the adoption of the report, which we printed 
last week. He regretted that there was so small an attendance, but he 
was sure that this was not from any want of interest in the society’s work. 
Many of the society’s supporters were no doubt engaged at another 
function—namely, the opening of the new wing of the Law Society's 
building, otherwise more would have been present. A very few 
words on his part would be necessary, for the book which Professor 
Maitland had edited—namely, Vol. 1 of the Year Book of Edward II., 
would speak much more eloquently in favour of the society than anything 
that anybody could say in its praise. As Professor Maitland was not 
present, he could express what they all felt—namely, that he had done his 
work most admirably, and that it was impossible to have done it better. 
He had been amazed at the learning and industry which had been dis- 
played in the preparation of the work. He had read a great deal of it, 
and he hoped when he got a vacation to be able to read the remainder 
of the book. The work had been excellently well done; indeed, it was 
really a national work, and he trusted it would be continued. These 
year books required a great deal of time and study for their prepara- 
tion and he could hardly venture to hope that anyone who was present 
would ever see their completion. One would have to live to the age of the 
patriarchs even to get about half way through them. He was told that there 
were about 200 volumes, and that these might probably come out at intervals 
of two years. He trusted that some of the descendants of the members of the 
society would still follow the profession of the bar, or that of the solicitors, 
and that they might see some day the completion of the work. The other 
volumes mentioned in the report were remarkably interesting although 
they did not bear comparison with the work of Professor Maitland. 
The society was exceedingly fortunate in having his assistance. He was 
probably the only man in England, if notin Europe, who could have done 
the work and made the volume so useful to everybody. Not only had he 
done the work so admirably, but he had sown seed which others would 
reap. Anybody who proposed to do work of the same sort again 
would be helped enormously in reading the rather barbarous 
Norman French in which these law records were written. He 
would commend the following extract from Professor Maitland s 
preface to the volume to all those who were interested in the subject: 
‘* What we want is a new and a worthy edition of the year books under- 
taken as a national enterprize. We want a dozen men trained or in 
training to do the work—trained, if need be, at Paris, under masters of 
the old French language ; trained, if need be, at Harvard, under masters 
of the old English law. It will cost money. It may fill a hundred, 
perhaps two hundred volumes. But we must have it, or England— 
Selden’s England—will stand disgraced among the nations. The tide of 
conquest is advancing. The Anglo-Saxon laws are already German pro- 
perty. The Anglo-Norman law books have been re-discoveted—the word 
is not too strong—by Dr. Liebermann. A society that bears the name, 
not of Selden, but of Savigny, finds the money and finds the brains. A 
French librarian shews us how a year book should be read. As monu- 
ments of Germanic law they will look well, these English year books, 
among the Monumenta Germanica. As monuments of a French dialect 
they will look well, these English year books, among the ‘ Documents 
médits sur histoire de France.’ Lo! they turn unto the Gentiles. 
Meanwhile it is not much that can be done by a not very numerous 
society which must not devote its modest resources to only one kind of 
work, and cannot command the whole time of editors, It is little enough 
that is being done on the present occasion; improvement will come, we 
hope, with experience.”’ 

Mr. Lawrence, K.C., seconded the motion, also speaking of the very 
great value of Professor Maitland’s work, and it was adopted. 

Lord Lixpuey, in moving a vote of thanks to Lord Macnaghten for having 
acted as president during the past three years, said they were all perfectly 
well aware of the advance which had been made by the society under his 
auspices. It had sume time since been considered advisable that the term 
of office of the president should be shortened, and when his (Lord 
Lindley’s) term came to an end under the new rule, the society had 
been most fortunate in securing the services of Lord Macnaghten as his 
successor, The society was in a position such as it had never been in 





before so far as its finances were concerned, for it had certainly never » 
before had a balance of over £2,000 standing to its credit. He hoped that 
balance would be spent in such useful work as these yeat books and other 
publications of the kind. The year books in parti were invaluable to 
those who wished to look back on the old judicial records. He was sure 
the Council wished to record their gratitude to Lord Macnaghten for his 
services, , 

Mr. Justice Brxxe seconded the motion, and it having been adopted, — 

Lord Macnacnren, in returning thanks, said he had been fortunate in 
succeeding Lord Lindley and he was sure the society were fortunate in 
their next president, Lord Alverstone. The balance to which Lord 
Lindley had referred must not be taken as absolutely free money, because 
a great deal of it was already pledged for other works which were in hand ; 
but he had no doubt the society would have sufficient contributions to 
c on its laudable work. ; 

g 4 Justice Byrne moved a vote of thanks to Professor Maitland, 
li director; Mr. Munton, hon. treasurer; and Mr. B. Fossett 
Lock, hon. secre ; and to Mr. Clark and Mr. Hall, hon. auditors, which 
was seconded by Mr. Justice Farwe1, and — to. 

Mr. Inpenwicx, K.C., in moving a vote of thanks to Lord Macnaghten 
and the treasurers and benchers of Lincoln’s-inn for the use of the hall, 
referred with pleasure to the interest taken by the benchers of Lincoln’s- 
inn in the society. The society had succeeded in obtaining from each of 
the Inns of Court a regular subscription, and he hoped this would be 
continued. . : 

Mr. Ricnarp Pennrnoton, in seconding the motion, expressed his 
pleasure that there had been no difficulty in securing the support of the 
Council of the Law Society in making the very small subscription they 
furnished to its funds. He could only wish that that subscription were 
larger. He had done his best to get it increased, but up to the present 
he had not been successful, However, he was not without hope that, 
notwithstanding the large expenditure which had taken place recently 
on the building which had that day been opened by the King, he might 
be able to persuade the Council to give a little more to the funds of 
the Selden Society, which he thought was a most valuable one to the 
eotond Mas turned thanks 

Lo: CNAGHTEN return \e 

Mr. Munron said it was not sufficiently well known that two or three 
years since the society had passed a resolution under which public 
institutions such as libraries becoming subscribers might secure the 
whole of the back volumes of the society’s publications at half the 
price at which they were originally issued. This had been acted upon 
by several large institutions. 


—_——_ 


United Law Society. 


The annual dinner of this society was held on Wednesday at the Hotel 
ord Vv WwW resided, and there were present 
Lord Justice VavcHan WILLIAMS p . ¥ 
among many others, Mr. Justice Byrne, Mr. J. G. Butcher, K.C., M.P., 
and Mr. H. T. Eve, K.C., M.P. 4 ; : 

The Cxuareman in proposing the toast of the evening—‘‘ The United Law 
Society ’’—said he was asked why he opposed a law school in England, 
because in England at the present moment we had not a code. His reply 
was that there was not only an antagonism between a code and a real 
science of the law, butalso there was an antagonism between a law school 
and a system of law which was built partly on precedent and partly on 
what he could best describe as judge-made law. Speaking for himself, 
he had no belief in a law school, and he thought we should do better 
without it. : 

Mr. J. F. W. Gavsrarrn (chairman of the society) responded. : 

Mr, Justice Byrne replied to yA a of **The Bench,” which was 
submitted by Mr. J. G. Burcner, K.C., M.P. ; “ 

Mr. E. 8. Gon-Biesan gave the toast of ‘‘ The Chairman,” and Lord 
Justice VaveHan Wiiurams, in the course of his reply, said he feared that 
if once we had a school of law in this country, the necessary sequence 
would be a code, which he thought would be the absolute destruction of 
jurisprudence and the science of law. 








Law Students’ Journal. 


Law Students’ Societies. 
Law Srupents’ Desatine Socrery.—March 22.—Chairman, Mr. G. W. 


Powers.—The subject for debate was the following moot: “A plaintiff 
obtains judgment against a defendant for £100 and levies execution; the 
sheriff seizes and sells under a writ of fi. fu. ; he seizes, in his opinion, only 
sufficient goods to realize the judgment debt and costs, but the goods 
sell well, and after payment of debt and costs there is a surplus of £50 in 
the sheriff’s hands ; this sum the defendant claims, but the sheriff declines 
to hand it to the defendant until the expiration of three months from the 
date of the execution. Oan the defendant call on the sheriff to pay this 
£50 over to him at once, and what procedure should he adopt to compel 
him?’’ Mr. E. A, Stiebel opened in the affirmative with to the first 

t of the question; Mr. H. W. Pollock seconded in the affirmative. Mr. 
fi. @. Barrett opened in the negative; Mr. P. B. Henderson seconded iu 
the negative. The following also spoke: Messrs, F. Gray, W. S. Rothera, 
R. P. Croom Johnson, A. E. Hogan, W. G. Weller, Harold Elwell, 
W. M. Pleadwell, F. G. A. Leggett, and A. P. Spanton. The chairman 
having summed up, the negative view was adopted by a majority of four 
votes, 
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Obituary. 


Mr. John Forbes, K.C. 


Mr. John Forbes, K.C., died on Friday last, after several weeks’ illness. 
He was the son of the late Mr. James Forbes, of Aberdeen, and was 
educated at the Grammar school and Marischal College and University of 
Aberdeen. He first of all studied for the Scottish bar, but in 1860 migrated 
to Lincoln’s-inn, and took a certificate of honour in the examination of 
January, 1862, and in the May examination of that year obtained the 
studentship. He was called to the bar in the same year and joined the 
Northern Circuit, afterwards going the North-eastern Circuit. He was 
a hard-headed and strenuous Scotchman, in no way daunted by what he 
described to the present writer as the ‘‘ hard knocks’’ he received on 
circuit in his early years. He took them as part of the day’s work, and as 
furnishing valuable experience. He was successful in gaining a good 
practice as a stuff-gownsman, and in 1881 was made a Queen’s Couneel. 
As such his success was less marked. He was appointed in 1886, Solicitor- 
General of the County Palatine of Durham, and in 1901 became Attorney- 
General of that county. In 1887 he was appointed Recorder of Hull. On 
two occasions he held the distinguished office of Commissioner of Assize, 
and we believe in both cases acquitted himself very satisfactorily. He was 
in fact greatly better as a lawyer than as an advocate. Shrewd, able, and 
learned as he was, he had not the qualities which go to the formation of a 
successful advocate. He had been a bencher of Lincoln’s-inn for about 
twenty years. 








Legal News. 


Appointments. 


Mr. F. H. Garpver Tynpatt, of Birmingham, solicitor, has been 
appointed a Commissioner to take Affidavits concerning any Matter within 
the Jurisdiction of the Supreme Court of the Colony of Natal, and to 
Administer Oaths and Examine Witnesses in England for the said Court. 


The Hon. Sir H. E. Tascnerzav, Chief Justice of Canada, has been 
sworn of the Privy Council. 

Sir Kenetm E. Dicey, K.C.B., barrister-at-law, has been elected a 
director of the Equity and Law Life Assurance Society. 





Information Required. 


Re Cuartes Denison Srennine, deceased.—Anyone having in his 
ein a Will of the above-named deceased, who died on the 11th 

ebruary, 1904, is requested to communicate with Edward H. Stenning, 
Solicitor, 64, Cannon-street, E.C. 





General. 


The Justices of the Peace Bill passed through Committee without 
amendment on the 17th inst. 


It is announced that the hearing of special jury actions at the Law 
Courts will not be proceeded with after Friday, the 25th of March, until 
after the Easter Vacation, and that a court for the consideration of Crown 
Cases Reserved will sit on Wednesday, the 30th inst., the last day of the 
Hilary Sittings. 

The following are the arrangements made by the judges (Justices 
Bucknill and Jelf) for the ensuing spring assizes on the Northern Circuit— 
viz.: The commissions will be opened at Manchester on Monday, April 
18, and at Liverpool on Wednesday, May 4 Civil business will commence 
at Manchester on Tuesday, April 19, and at Liverpool on Thursday, May 
5, at 11 o’clock. The trial of special jury cases at Manchester will begin 
on Tuesday, April 19, and at Liverpool on Thursday, May 5. 


The Daily Mail narrates the following incident at the opening of the new 
wing of the Law Society’s Hall: ‘‘ Having conducted his guests upstairs 
to the common room, the president produced a large roll of parchment, 
from which strings of red tape dangled picturesquely but ominously, and 
having read a dutiful address to the King, offered it to his |Majesty’s 
equerry. Smilingly the King held out his hand for it; diffidently Mr. 
Gray Hill continued to push it towards Colonel Legge. But the King won 
the day. Amused, but resolute, he stretched out his hand a little further 
and captured the document, amid loud cheers from the array of lawyers 

ing round the room.”’ 


prisons had been made more healthy, and there had been an attempt 
to make the life of the criminal, so far as was consistent with the idea of 
punishment, not intolerable and not without hope. Conditional release 
had been introduced, and much had been done to keep the younger prisoners 
from contact with the older and more hardened. But what should be done 
with prisoners when they came out of gaol? That was a difficult problem, 
and it has been far from solved in this country. Five years ago he had 
the opportunity of studying the most modern system of criminal treat. 
ment in the State of New York, and Massachusetts, at Concord and Elmira, 
He described the prison system at those places, and said that, though it 
could not be introduced into this country at once, he should like to see a 
tendency in that direction. Obviously one of the great agents in working 
out a man’s moral and physical salvation was the fact that he knew the 
sooner that he did get built up, the sooner he was capable of being trusted 
by his fellow citizens, the shorter was his detention. In this country we 
had got to conditional release ; and if that could be made contingent not 
merely on a man’s behaving himself well according to prison rules, but on 
behaviour shewing that he was ining a moral character and was 
shewing zeal in work, the conditional system would be made more 
valuable. At the present time some of the most successful owners of 
remissions were some of the worst prisoners—the cld hands who knew that 
it was best to obey everything and not get into trouble. It did not mean 
that they were a bit the better, but that they were clever enough to know 
that obedience was the best way out of gaol. That was not the best end 
of remission. It might be pssible by a system of modified detention 
wisely to deal with them by longer sentences. That was under considera- 
tion ; but his present interest was for the young criminal who was over the 
reformatory age, and of whom it was terrible to think that while in gaol 
he would not be able to have his character made and his time made 
valuable tohim. He hoped the time was coming when a man would come 
out of gaol with every reason in himself to believe that he would never go 
back there again, and with every desire not to go back. 








Tre Souicrrors’ Law Srationery Socrery (Lurrep).—The fifteenth 
annual general meeting of the above society was held on Thursday, the 
17th inst., at 22, Chancery-lane, Mr. Richard Pennington, J.P., in the 
chair. The report stated that the turnover had increased from £38,770 in 
1902 to £43,404 in 1903, and that the profit of the year was £3,191 10s. 7d., 
against £1,536 7s. 1d. in 1902. The directors recommend a dividend at 
the rate of 8 per cent. per annum free of income tax, and a division of 
profits amongst customers of the society, whether shareholders or not, in 
accordance with the articles of association. The directors’ report was 
adopted, and the directors retiring by rotation—Mr. R. Pennington and 
Mr. W. A. Sharpe—were So-deetel. 








Court Papers. 


Supreme Court of Judicature. 


Rota or ReGistRars in ATTENDANCE ON 








Date Emercency Appgat Court Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
3 Rota. No. 2. KEKEWICH. Byrne. 
Monday, March 28 Mr. W. Leach Mr. Jackson Mr. Theed Mr. King 
ie +0 2D Theed Pemberton W. Leach Farmer 
30 G ll Jack Theed King 
. 31 Church Pemberton W. Leach Farmer 
Date Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
FaRweELi. Buckusy. JOYCE. Swinren Eapy, 
Monday, March ......... 28 Mr. Beal Mr. 3 Leach Mr. oo. Mr. Pamiewen 
Tuesday ............ Carrington odfrey reswe! son 
Wednesday sbitancdeagteel 30 Beal R. Leach Church Carrington 
pe 1 Carrington Godfrey Greswell Beal 


The Easter Vacation will commence on Friday, the 1st day of April, and terminate on 
Tuesday, the 5th day of April, 1904, both days inclusive. 








Winding-up Notices. 
London Gasette.—Tunspay, March 22. 


JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Lourep in CHANCERY. 





Thirty-five years ago, says the Duily Mail, a keen-eyed, genial little | 
country solicitor at Ross, in Herefordshire, became dissatisfied with his | 
position, and, full of ambition, came to London. Within ten years he | 
was well on his way toa colossal fortune. That little country solicitor | 
was Mr. Frederick Gordon. He died at the age of sixty-nine, owning 
a large part in over twenty great hotels, and with vast financial interests | 
in several other business ventures. Mr. Gordon was trying to secure a | 
partnership in the firm to which he was attached in Herefordshire when | 
he saw his opportunity, and throwing up his position he came to | 
London. He forsook the law for sestourant beeping, and died the chair- | 
man of the Gordon Hotels (Limited). | 


In speaking as president at the annual dinner, on bape of the Bir- | 
Law Students’ Society, Mr. Justice Kennedy referred to the | 
necessity for the reform of criminal punishment. He said that the 


Baasy & Tom.ixsox, Limirep—Creditors are required, on or before April 9, to send their 
names and add and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Alexander Brooke 

Bryden, 23, Bucklersbury. Hallowes & Co, Bedford row, solors for liquidator 

Hawt Fisaxce Syxpicatz, Laarsp—Petn for winding up, presented March 17, directed 
to be beard April 12. Bruce & Co, Church ct, Old Jewry, solors for petners. Notice of 
aes must reach the above-named not later than 6 o’@lock in the afternoon of 
April 11 

Lancuester Encine Co, Limrreo—Creditors are required, on or before May 3, to send 
their names and , and the particulars of their debts or claims, to arthur Henry 
Gibson, 39, Waterlou st, Birmingham. Pinsent & Co, solors for liquidator 

Maxcnesrer Cor Dyeina Co, Limitep—Creditors are required, on or before April 16, to 

their names and addresses, the of debts or claims, to John Cottrill, 

31, New Cannon st, } , Manchester, solors for liquidators 

Szasipoz Hore.s, Lamrzp—Petn for winding up, presented March 18, directed to be heard 
April 12. North, Birkbeck Bank solor for petner. Notice of appearing must 


cbmbrs, 
reach the above-named not later than 6 0’clock in the afternoon of April 11 
Bo & Co, Lauitep—Creditors are on or before A 20, to send, their 
amon Ae, 8 Oe ere eae a es PR. Bee ty 
Pritchard, 71, Colmore row, Birmingham 
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Creditors’ Notices. 


Under Estates in Chancery. 
Last Day or Cram. 
London Gasette.—Fripay, March 18. 

Carey, Tuomas, York rd, Hove, Sussex April 20 Attorney General v Treasury 
Solicitor, Farwell and Eady, JJ Solicitor to the Treasury, 276, Royal Courts of 
Justice, Strand 

Cuarpmax, Rosert, Southwark Bridge rd, Merchant April 20 Wall Paper Manu- 
facturers (Limited) v Baggarley, Swinfen Eady, J Morton, Old Jewry chmbrs 

McKors, Georaz, Central parade, West End In April 8 Britten and Bannister v 
Mc Toen and Lawrence, Buckley, J Walters, Finsbury circus 


Srevens, James, “ Southfield,’’ Taunton, Somerset, Builder April 22 Fox, Fowler & Cov 
Stevens, Farwell, J Boulting, High st, Taunton 


Turner, Georce Henry, JP, Littleover, nr Derby April 29 Austin v Disney, Kekewich, 
J Young, 28, Gt George st, Westminster . 


London Gazette.—Turspay, March 22. 


Voce, Henry, Calverton, Nottingham, Farmer April 22 Blagg v Voce, Byrne, J 
Ciifton, Nottingham 


Under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 
Last Day or Cram. 
London Gazette.—Fripay, March 18. 


AgmiTace, Bens ami, Elland, Yoiks, Piano Dealer May 1 Manks, Elland 

Breagiey, JAmes Epwarp, Richmond, Chemist May 16 Hogan & Hughes, Martin’s ln, 
Cavnon st 

Bricpen, Joan Leonnarpt, Brighton April30 Eggar, Brighton 

Brown, Batpaet, High Wycombe April 29 Clarke & Son, High Wycombe 

Browy, Epwarp Taomas, Tynemouth, Seed Merchant April 23 Dickinson & Co, New- 
castle upon Tyne 

Baowy, Marianne, New Bushey, Herts April 20 Ellis, Sunderland 

Buut, Harry, Bedford, Dairyman April 23 Tebbs & Son, Bedford 

Carrrins, Joun, Stratford, Builder April 30 Forbes & Son, London st, Fenchurch st 

Cuarke, Taomas, Harrogate, Cutlery Manufacturer April 16 
Sheffield 

Dace, Frank Leicu, Old Trafford, Manchester May2 Sale & Co, Manchester 

DarsisHize, Grorce Stantey, Wandsworth Common May1 Janson & Co, College hill 

Davies, Margcaget, Rhiew, Glascwm, Radnor June1 Vaughan, Builth 

Daviss, Taomas, Rhiew, Glasewm, Radnor, Farmer Junel Vaughan, Builth 

Deay, Canoting Laura, Hayward’s Heath April 22 Dean, Old Serjeant’s inn 

Epwarops, James, Baling, Builder May 18 Simpson & Co, Gracechurch st 

Evans, Ann, Rhayader, Radnor May1 Vaughan, Builth 

Evans, Taomas, Wenvyoe, Glam March 31 Spencers & Evans, Cardiff 

Fatoongr, ALexanpgr Crort, Tufnell Park, Linen Agent April 20 Stevens & Mager, 
King st, Cheapside 

Ficxvs, Tuomas, Lombard st, Banker May 2 Gates, Worthing 

Gattoway, Curistiva Common, Hexham, Northumberland April 30 Galloway, Gateshead 

Garritus, Avice, Ludlow, Salop April18 Weyman & Co, Ludlow, Salop 

Hanson, Jouy, Burnley, Joiner April 30 Whittingham, Burnley 


Harpine, Anruur Raymonp, Notting Hill, Solicitor April 18 Kingsford & Co, Essex 
st, Strand 


Haernert, Evizapern, Halifax April12 Humphreys & Co, Halifax 
Hasiam, Josers, Kew Gardens April 29 Doyle, Manchester 

Heim, Anne, Scarborough April 30 Perkins & Perkins, South Milford 
Hivpitcu, Evizanera, Ford, Salop May8 Hilditch, Manchester 


Hopson, Rosert, Penwortham, Lancs, Nurseryman April 21 W & W F Ascroft, 
Preston 


Hous, Heney Wii11am, Northampton May 1 Stanton & Co, Newcastle upon Tyne 

Houty, James, Bristol April 19 Wansbrough & Co, Bristol 

Horne, Witi1am, Perry Hill Cliffe, Kent, Farmer April 16 Robinson, Strood 

Hucues, Annis, Chathill, Innkeeper April 21 Douglas, Alnwick 

Jongs, Atrrep, Broughton, Salford, Water Works Superintendent April18 McDonald, 
Manchester 

more, Sees Carriey, Sussex villas, Kensington April 30 Harper & Battoock, 

In 


Taylor & Emmet, 


Ler, Mary Ann, Wood Green May2 Croft & Mortimer, Coleman st 


Lewisoux, Junius, Bury st, 8t Mary Axe, Horse Hair Merchant April 30 Travers- 
Smith & Co, Throgmorton ay 


Locks, Tuomas Marniorr, Colchester, Upholsterer 
Colchester 


April 15 Wittey & Denton, 


LonestTarre, James Exson Dyer, Gateshead, Solicitor May 2 Swinburne, Gateshead 

Morrow, ALFEeD Gzorce Epwis, Chelmsford April 18 Morton, Nottingham 

Moss, Epwarp, Audenshaw, nr Manchester April 25 Wilson, Ashton under Lyne 

Morracn, Tuomas, Birmingham, Provision Dealer April 14 Sherwin & Rogers, Bir- 
mingham 

Norra, Tsomas, Manchester, Umbrella Frame Maker April 20 Boote & Co, Man- 
chester 

PeyxetTs, Wii1Am, Little Budworth, Chester, Farmer April 19 Holland, Winsford 

Perers, CHARLES Avaustvs, Alvaston, nr Derby April 29 J & M Solomon, Finsbury 
pavement 

Powett, Witu1am Tuomas, Alltmawr, Brecon May1 Vaughan, Builth 

Prioz, Janz, Abersychan, Mon April18 Dauncey & Sons, Newport, Mon 

Roserts, Exvizasern, Shifnal, Salop April27 Osborne, Shifnal, Salop 

Rotre, SasaH Awn Jvuiet, Southwell, Notts May 24 Stenton & Metcalfe, Southwell 

Ross, Exiza Marcaret, Henfield, Sussex April 29 Patersons & Co, Lincoln’s inn fields 

Suerwssvury, Anraur, Nottingham, Cricket Outfitter May 2 Maples & McCraith, Not- 
tingham 

TRorscHeL, CaTuerive, Sydenham May2 Barnard & Taylor, Liacoln’s inn fields 

Wane, Ex:eanor Exizasers, Brighton April 25 Abercrombie, Serjeant’s inn, Fleet st 

Warts, Wit11aM, Felixstowe, Boat Proprietor April19 Jennings, Felixstuwe 

Wuear.ey, James Arxkinson, Carlisle, Jeweller April 6 Mounsey & Co, Carlisle 

Wuirieper, Taomas, Willington, Derby, Farmer April 21 Lowe & Auden, Burton 
upon Trent 

Wairmanrsn, Witu1aM, Tolworth, Surrey, Gardener May1 Skewes-Cox & Co, Lancaster 
pl, Strand 

Wison, James, Hathersage, Derby, Farmer May 21 Hibbert & Westbrook, Manchester 

Waicut, Richarp, Dunham Massey, Chester May 31 Diggles & Ogden, Manchester 

Waient, Txomas, Kiveton Park, Yorks April 22 Smith & Co, Sheffield 





London Gazette.—Torspay, March 22. 


Anincer, Right Hon James Yorke Macerrcor Baron, Abinger, Surrey April 16 
Robins & Co, Lincoln's inn fields 

Ackroyo, Sir Epwargp James, Hove, Sussex April 20 Eggar, Brighton 

AxgpixG, Francis, Bury ct, St Mary Axe, Merchant April 30 Griffith, 8tBride’s av, Flegt 8 

Avary, Jutta, Bath May7- Simmons & Co, Bath 

Ayres, 8anana Jaxe,Old Brompton, Chatham April16 Wood & McLellan, Chatham 

Basretr, Harsietr, West Ham April20 Hird & Thatcher, Adam st, Strand 

Buca, Matitpa, East Dulwich May1 Robbins & Co, Strand 

Burt, Jang, Richmond April 30 Senior & Furbank, Richmond 

DanaerriaLD, Faeperics, Brixton, Scenic Artist April 30 Bowling, Southsea 

Dickenson, Emity, Paddington April7 Stanley & Co, Bristol 

Faviensacn, Hexry Witttam Housest, Enfield May2 Tamplin & Co, Fenchurch st 

Foorp, Jouy, Chatham, Painter April19 Winch & Winch, Chatham 

Gamer, Joun, Nottingham Aprill4 Fox & Manning, Nottingham 

Greenway, James, Blaby, Leicester May 10 Williams, Leicester 

Greenwoop, Saran, Leeds April30 Chadwick & Sons, Dewsbury 

Hacerr, Evizaseru, East Sheen April 30 Senior & Furbank, Richmond 

Haer, Perer Stevens, Croydon April12 Barfield & Child, Plowden bldgs, Temple 

Hevecock, Josep Fiavet, Stroud Green, Commercial Traveller April 14 Copeland 

Chancery In 

Hitt, Joux, Walsall, Refreshment House Proprietor May 18 Evans, Walsall 

Hircues, Perer, Orrell, Lancs April 20 Ackerley & Son, Wigan 

Howr, Marty, Todmorden, Picker Manufacturer March 31 Pearce, Todmorden 

Hovstox, Kine, Birkdale, CommissionAgeat April 30 Lycett & Jepson, Manchester 

Hows tt, Tuomas, Moseley, Fruiterer April 18 O'Connor, Birmingham 

Hussey, Mary, Tunbridge Wells May 1 Hulberts & Co, New 8), Lincoln’s inn 

Jenxins, James Gores, Northfleet, Kent, Wheelwright April16 Martin, Gravesend 

Kivessury, Atrarp, Withyham, Sussex April 29 Andrew & Cheale, Tunbridge Wells 

LeGros, Frevesioxk Macnuuran, Eatonter April 29 Warren & Co, Bloomsbury 

Losiz, Rosert, Cadishead, Lancs, Explosives Agent April 19 Barrow & Smith: 

Manchester 

Lorp, Josep, Cheetham Hill, Manchester, Licensed Victualler May 4 Sutton & Co, 
Manchester 


Macseats, Ma.cotm Grorcs Keyneta, Kingston upon Hull April 28 Gregson & Co, 
Angel ct, Throgmerton st 


Newe t, Samvec, Middlesbrough April 20 Borrie, Middlesbrough 

Parker, Anne Mania, Lewisham April 23 Parker & Richardson, New Broad st 
Pearse, Groror Epuunp Leeor, FRCS, Merton April 20 Eggar, Brighton 

Pearse, Samvet, Plymouth Junel Wilson, Plymouth 

Saunpers, ALBERT Jonx, Winterbourae Gunner, Wilts, Builder April 19 Smith, 
Salisbury 

Scorr, Frepesick Warrraxer, Reddish, Lancs May 10 Wigglesworth & Son, Man- 


ester 

Simeson, Mania Srepusy, Notting Hill April 20 Gordon & Marley, New Broad st 
Srory, Tuomas, Headingley, Leeds May1 Bowling & Sons, Leeds 

Srvyze, Sir Wictiam Hewny Marsaam, Folkestone May Frere & Co, Lincoln's inn fields 
Tayor, Groner, Hellingly, Sussex, Builder Jame 28 Blaker & Son, Lewes 

Taomrson, Josrren Feurx, Bradford, Furniture Dealer April 24 Freeman, Bradford 
Turxer, Toouas, Malvern, Worcester April 18 Smith, New ct, Lincoln's inn 
Wuestrr, Georer, Richmond April 30 Senior & Furbank, Richmond 

Wisox, Rupsat Porrra, Regent’s Park May 2 Baileys & Co, Berners at 





Younron, Groner Farprarck, Buckfastleigh, Devon May 11 
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Bankruptcy Notices. 


London Gazette.—Fripay, March 18. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


Ackroyp, Epwarp Let, Highbridge, Sumerset, Veterinary 
Surgeon Bridgwa‘er Pet March 14 Ord March 14 
Ayprews, Georce, Bugby, ats Beer Retailer 
Coventry Pet March 15 Ord March 

ArmstronG, Heyry, ae a Yorks, eines, Leeds Pet 
March 14 Ord March 

AsurLayxt, WILLIAM hall Torrington, Devon, mes 
Merchant Barnstaple Pet Feb10 Ord March 

Bart, James, Pontypridd, — Fruiterer Ponty; parr Pet 
March 15 Ord March 

Beppor, James Batspiey , Worces- 
ter Pet March 16 Ord March 16 

Benney, Agtuur James, Lowestoft, eee Gt Yar- 
mouth Pet March 14 Orc March 1 

Bercer, Atma, New Bond st, Tea Shop Proprietor High 
Court Pet Feb 25 Ord March 1 

Bert, James Murray, Rue de Richelicn, mm Stockbroker 
High Court Pet Jan2t Ord March 

Ruees Lxopo.p Jawno, and JoHanyes eons LocHNER, 
Norfolk st, Strand High Court Pet March 2 Ord 
March 1> 

Bricut, Cuartes Hepitey Epsmonps, Newtown, Mont- 
gomery, — Agent Newtown Pet March 14 

March 14 


Catucari, Count A, Strand High Court Pet Feb18 Ord 
March 15 


Dacre, Frepericr, cr Editor Brighton Pet 
Feb 19 O,d March 

Davies, Joux, Hafod, son * ponts pridd, Grocer Pontypridd 
Pet March 8 Ord March 15 

Dopp, Samvurt, Brymbo, Denbigh, Labourer Wrexham 
Pet March 14 Ord March 14 

Fatconer, Grorcz, Marple, Chester, Baker Liverpool 
Pet March 14 Ord March 14 

Farmer, Taomas, Bier og yy Bishops any Sane Leo- 
minster Pet Ma: Ord March 15 

Fraser, Donan, peal Tailor High Court Pet 
March 14 Ord March 14 

Freemax, Wittiam WILsox, Saat Builder Chester 
Pet March 14 Ord March 

Geser, Epwarp ALEXANDER, sie Parkstone, Dorset, 
General D-alar Poole Pet Marchi14 Ord March 14 

Green, Rosert, a Vale High Court Pet Ma ch 14 
Ord Mar. h 1 

Hatt, Taomas, e Cabinet Maker Brighton Pet 

ms 16 O:d March 16 

Hanson oa Leeds, a Proprietor Leeds 
“Pet March 15 Ord March 15 

Harpisc, ~All jun, Lower Wanborovgh, Wilts, 
Dairyman Swindon Pet March16 Ord March 16 

Hartsnorye, Epucuyp Ty.zr, ba pe pry Filer 
Wolverhampton Pet March 14 Ord March 1 

Ho.use, Eexest, Barnsley, Accountant te Pet 
March 16 Ord March 16 

Hupstox, Horace, Beeston, eee, Baker Nottingham 
Pet March 15 Ord March 1 

Hourcasy, Arsert, Old Basford, em, Builder 
Nottingham Pet March 4 Ord March 1 

James, Davin Jony, tog Grocer Mathye Tydfil Pet 
March 14 Ord March 1 

ro ‘atten Saeed. Clerk Reading Pet March 

a 

Kixe, Ivor Jous, onl Bexjamix James Kise, Dowlais, 
Ironmongers Merthyr Tydfil Pet March 14 Ord 
March 14 

Lesovitca, Bexsamis, Watney st High Court Pet March 
2 Ord March 16 

Lewis, Aptz, Clifton hill, St John’s Wood, Licensed 
Victualler High Court Pet March 16 Ord March 16 

Marotsson, Fraxx, and Cuartes Marcinsox, Preston, 
Cattie Food Manufacturers Preston Pet March 16 
Ord March 16 

Mitcue:sos, Evizasern, i Grocer 
March 16 Ord March 

Orme, Jouta, Lozells, Birmiogham, Draper Birmingham 
Pet March 2 Ord March 1 

Patmer, Fraxcis Wittiam, eisai Wilts, Innk r 

P Swindon Pet March 14 be March 14 ~— 

ABKER, ALrezev, Sutton Coldfield Birmingham [Tet 

March 14 March 14 _ 


Derby Pet 


Peace, Tom, Cudworth, nr Barnsley, Grocer Barnsle 
Pet March 14 Orp Marcha” 4 

Pearce, Joux Cuarizes Witiam, Beeston, = Builder 
Nottio Pet Marcb 16 Ord March 

Ricnarps, Arsert Rocester, Staffs, na Burton on 
Tient Pet March 15 Ord March 15 


Rose, Saver, Swansea,Greengrocer Swansea Pet March 
15 Ord March 15 


Sairvock, Hervert Wittiam, West poser Baker 
West Bromwich Pet March 15 Ord March 
Sates, Witiiam, Leeds, Gardener’s Labourer “pat Pet 
rch 16 Ord March 16 
Srastey, Gronce Toorre, Crumpsall, Manchester Man- 
chester Pet March 16 Ord March 16 
Sree, Beswxnanv, Commercial rd. St George’s in the 
. Hosier High Court Pet March 15 Ord 
March 15 
Sreeres, Enwanv, King’s Lynn, Norfolk, Coach Builder 
aoe — a — 16 Ord March 16 
vexs, Jon, New Brompton, Kent, an Merchant 
ne Rochester et Masch 14 O1d March 1 ; 
v3%, Fuaxx, Bradford, Actor Bradford. Pet Mz 
pa Ord F h16 6 et arch 16 
umMees, Jony, Ardsley, ae Bricklayer Wake- 
~ a, Avro Bo ris Ba reh 1 tala 
aKLE! LreeD, Barrow in ures Barrow in Furness 
Pet ”'Ord Mazch 


Turtiit, Tom BaicHam, Benaaiet, Fancy Draper Sheffield 
Pet March 14 Ord March 14 

Witurams, Exizaseta Awy, Nantymoel, nor Reltgest, 
Draper Cardiff Pet ¢ March 11 Ord March 

Wititams, Peter Jones, Beaumaris, vAngesey, Grocer 
Bangor Pet March 14 Ord March 14 


FIRST MEETINGS. 


Awprews, Grorer, Rugby, Warwick, Florist March 28 at 
10.30 Off Rec, 17, Hertford st, Coventry 

Anrmstroxe, Henry, Guiseley, Yorks, Grocer March 28 at 
12 Off Rec, 22, Park row, Leeds 

Beppor, James Brinpiey, Gt Malvern, Worcester March 
28 at 11.30 45, Copenhagen st, Worcester 

Bessey, Agtuur James, Lowestoft, Hairdresser March 26 
at3 Off Rec, 8, King st, Norwich 

Bercer, Atma, New Bond st, Tex Shop \ amma March 
3iat12 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

Bravupe, Leorotp Janno, and Jonanyes Tostas LOCHNER, 
Norfolk st, Strand March 23at3 Bankruptcy bldgs, 
Carey st 

Bricut, " eames Hepitey Epmonps, Newtown, Mont- 
gomery, Registration Agent April 14 at 10.30 1, 
High st, Newtown 

Brows, Samu EL, Harrogate March 28 at 12.30 Off Rec, 
The Red House, Duncombe, pl, York 

ByrrorD, JosePH, Stourbridge, Builder March 26 at 11 

Ree, 199, Wolverhampton st, Dudley 

Catuicart, Count A, Strand March 29at11 Bankruptcy 
bldgs, ‘Carey st 

Case, Epwiy, Cardiff, Insurance Agent March '26 at 11 
117, St Mary’s st, Cardiff 

Cray, ZACHARIAH, Blackheath, Rowley Regis, Staffs, Bolt 
Maker, March 30at1l O/f Rec, 199, Wolverhampton 
st, Dudley 

Corr. Taumas Icke, Dresden, Longton, Staffs, Solicitor 
—_ 28at 11.30 Off Rec, King st, Newcastle under 
Lym 

Cross, w 1LL1AM GeorGE, Beccles, Tailor March 26 
Off Ree, 8, King st, Norwich 

Dom, Frepesick, Littlehampton, Editor April 14 at 10.30 

ff Ree, 4, Pavilion bldgs, Brighton 

Dav ae ILLIAM, Fenton, Fruit Salesman March 28 at12 Off 
Rec, King st, Newcastle under Lyme 

Etuis, Frep, Cloun, Derby, Builder March 23 at12 Off 
Rec, Figtree In, Sheffield 

Evans, Rees, Dowlais, Fitter March 29 at12 185, High 
st, Merthyr Tydfil 

Fraser, Donatp Hammersmith, Tailor March 29 at 12 
Bankruptcy bldgs Carey st 

Hawson, Georce, Leds, Restaurant Proprietor March 28 
at ll Off Ree, 22, Park row, Leeds 

Heatn, Jony, and Lewis Davies. Dinas, Glam, Wheel- 
wrights March 28at3 135, High st, Merthyr Tydfil 

Hotpway, Tsomas James, Norton 8t Philip, Somerset, 
Farmer March 28a112 The George Hotel, Frome 

Hurcasy, Apert, Old Basford, Nottingham, Builder 
March 26 at 11 4, Castle pl, Park st, Nottingham 


3 at 2.30 


Jewett. H W, North Walls, Winchester, Engineer March 
30 at 3 Off Ree, Midland Bank chmbrs, High st, 
Southampton 


Jonza. Hues, Lianberis, Carnarvon, Builder March 30 at3 
Crypt chmbrs, Eastgate row, Chester 

Martiy, Wi1t114M, Pares Hill, Whitwick, Leicester, Draper 
March 2at11 Off Rec, 47 , Full s t, Derby 

Neous, Wiiuramu, Ware, Herts, Coal Merchant March 26 at 
11.30 Off Rec, 14, Bedford row 

Newton, ALraep, St Neot’s, Huntingdon, Brewer March 
23 at12 Off Rec, Bridge st, Northampton 


Poot, ExizasetTu, and Henry Atyrep Wi son, Kidder- 
minster, W»rcester, Drapers March 30 at 11.30 Off 
Rec, 199, Wolverhampton st, Dudley 


Ricuarpsoy, Freperick Wiiuiam, Kidderminster, Wor- 
cester, Baker March 30 at 12° Off Rec, 199, Wolver- 
hamp*‘on st, Dudley 

Rouges, WILLIAM = aod Henry Roxes, Romsey, 
Builders March 29at3 Midland Bank chmbrs, High 
st, Southampton 


Stevess, Jous, New Brompton, Kent, Gun Merchant 
March 28 at11 115, High st, Rocheste: 

Stewart, CHARLES, Builth Wells, all Watchmaker 
Aprill4at10 1, High st, Newtown 

Stowx, Frayk, Bradford, Actor March 30 at 3 Off Rec, 
29, Tyrrel st, Bradford 


Tayior, James, Cornetivus Taytor, and Emmanvent 
Taytor, Bradford, Commission Wool Combers March 
28 at3 Off Rec, 29, Tyrrel st, Bradford 

Tyter, Epwarp Apert, Heeley, Sheffield March 29 at 
12.30 Off Rec, Figtree ln, Sheffield 

Wassinxetox, Tuomas, Hove, Contractor March 28 at 12 
Off Rec, 4, Pavilion bldgs, Brighton 

Warraisr, Jour, Bolton March 26at 10.30 19, Exchange 
st, Bolton 

Whiryey, Joux, Walsall, Draper March 29 at 11.30 Off 
Rec, Wolve sthampton 

Wiis, Joux Groroe, Carlisle, Hairdresser March 28 
at12 Off Rec, 34, Fisher st, Carlisle 

Woop, Atrarep, Wolverhampton, Sodhener March 29 at 11 
Off Rec, Wolverhampton 


ADJUDICATIONS. 


Acknoyp, Epwarp Lex, Highbridge, Somerset, Me or ga 
Surgeon Bridgwater et March 14 Ord March 1 


Axsprews, Guorce, Rugby, Warwick, Beer ‘Retailer 
Coventry Pet March15 Ord March i5 

Anmstroxc, Henry, oe Yorks, Grocer Leole Pet 
March 14 Ord March 1 

Bayxsrnr, Evexezenr. tl Fine oy Dealer Bir- 
mingham Pet Marchil Ord March 1 





Bart, i, Pontypridd, Glam ake Pontypridd 
Bet March 15 Ord Match 15 ” _— 








Beppor, James Brixptey, Gt Malvern Worcester Pe Pet 
March 16 Ord March 16 

Benvey, Anruur James, Lowestoft, tome Gt Yar. 
mouth Pet March14 Ord March 1 

Brexin, Witiram A’Covurt Gnasvaitt, Hanwell High 
Court Pet Dec 22 Ord March 1 

Breicut, Caastes Hepiey neta Newtown, Mont. 

mery, Registration Agent Newtown Pet March 14 

rd March 14 


Corsetr. Guy Bexcrort, Balham, Builders’ Material 
Merchant High Court Pet Feb1 Ord March 15 


Dacre, Freperick, Littlehampton, Editor Brighton Pet 
Feb19 Ord March 15 

Davies, Josn, Hafod, nr eotgyia, Grocer Pontypridd 
Pet March 8 Ord'March 3 

Dopp, Samvet, B bo, Denbigh, Labourer Wrexham 
Pet March 14 Ord March 14 


Fatconer, Gzorce, Marple, aan Baker Liverpool 
Pet March 14 Ord March 1 

Farmer, THomas, poees ‘Gust, Salop Leominster Pet 
March 15 Ord March 


Geer, Epwarp , ne Upper Parkstone, Dorset, 
General Dealer Poole Pet March14 Ord March 14 

Green, Ropert, Maida Vale High Court Pet March 14 
Ord March 14 

Hanson, Grorcr, Levds, Restaurant Proprietor Leeds 
Pet March15 Ord March 15 

Hargpinc, Witttam, jua, Lower Wanborough, Wilts, 
Dairyman Swindon Pet Marchi1é6 Ord March 16 

Harrsnorne, Epuunp Tyter, Wolverham a Filer 
Wolverhamp'on Pet March 14 Ord Mar: 

Horne, Ersest, Barnsley, Yorks, ionaeak” — 
Pet March 16° Ord March 16 

Hupstox, Horace, Beeston, Notts, Baker * Grocer 
Nottingham Pet March15 Ord March 1 


James, Davip Jous, Dowlais, Grocer ae Tydfll Pet 
March 14 Ord March 14 

Jones, Beanarp, Caversham, Clerk Reading Pet March 
14 Ord March 14 

Jones, Wiii1am Henry, Lambeth rd, Builder High Court 
Pet Feb 12 Ord March 12 


Kiyo, Ivor Jony, and Beysamin James Kine, Dowlais 
Ironmongers Merthyr Tydfil Pet March 14 Ord 
March 14 

Marsinsoy, Frank, and Caartes Manrarxson, Pre-ton, 
Cattle Food Manufacturers Preston Pet March 16 
Ord March 16 

Mittargp, Margrsa Atice, Bridgend, Furnisher Cardiff 
Pet Jan 26 Ord March 11 

Micue son, Ev1zaBetu, Derby, Grocer Derby Pet March 
16 Ord March 16 

NatHay, Marx, Lego oan, China Merchant Banbury 
Pet Jan 25 Ord March 1 

Owen, Tom Corser, Iiford, etiam - ced High 
Court Pet ¥ Ord March 1 

Pater, Francis WIiiam, Brembill, Wilts, Innkeeper 
Swindon Pet March 14 ‘Ord March 14 

Parker, Atrrep, Sutton Coldfield Birmingham Pet 
March 14 Ord March 14 

Parkinson, Henry, Queen eet st, Accountant High 
Court Pet June4 Ord March 

Peace, Tom, Cudworth, po: And Barnsley Pet 
March 14 Ord March 14 

Pearce, Jonn CHARLES a Beeston, om, Builder 
Nottingnam Pet March 16 Ord March 1 

Puitiirs, WALTER Henry, Coburn st, Bow, Printer High 
Court Pet Feb 4 Ord March 14 

Pivuriwce, James, High Wycombe, ane Merchant 
Aylesbury Pet Feb 15 Ord March 

RICHARDS, ALBERT, Rocester, Staffs, Grove 
Trent. Pet March 15 Ord March 

Rose, Samvrt, Swanzea, adnan 
March 15 Ord March 15 

Suitvock, Heapert WitiiAm, West eameaie, Baker 
West Bromwich Pet March15 Ord March 1 

Suates, WiLi1am, Leeds, Labourer Leeds Pet March 16 
Ord March 16 


Burton on 


Swansea Pet 


Sraytey, Gerorce Torre, Manchester, Restaurant 
Keeper Manchester Pet March 16 Ord March 16 
Sree.es, Epwakrp, King’s Lynn, Norfolk, Coachbuilder 
King’s Lynn Pet March 16 Ord March’ 16 

StTev ENB, Joun, New Brompton, Kent, Coal Merchant 

tochester Pet March 14 Ord March 14 

Stoxe. Fraxk, eeneeae, Actor Bradford Pet March 16 
Ord March 1 

Summers, Jou, Bast Ardsle’ ee Bricklayer Wake- 
field’ Pet March 14 Ord March 

TutiLL, Tom Batonam, Doncaster, Saw Draper Sheffield 
Pet March 14 Ord March 14 

Vickers, ARTHUR p= Charing Cross High Court 
Pet Dec 23 Ord March 1 

Watson, ANNIE, mec Milliner 
Jan 27 O1d March 15 

Witiiams, Evizasetn Any, Nantymoel, nr Beligunt, 
Draper Cardiff Pet March 11 Ord March 1 

Wuziams, Frank Huson, West Kirby, Cheshire. Builder 
Birkenhead Pet Feb 20 Ord March 14 


London Gazette.—Turspay, March 22. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


Atmonp, Frank ALFaep, Vigan, Cycle Dealer Wigin 
Pet March 19 Ord March 

Bacutsy, G P, Lkeston, ‘Derby, Plumber Derby Tet 
March 3 Ord March W 

Baxgett, Cuar.es, Dorchester, Fish Hawker Dorch:s‘er 
Pet March 19 Ord March 19 

Buiats, Josera Benepicr, Hanley, am, Moneyler.der 
Hanley = March 5 Ord March 1 

Broom, Kivy, Cheetham, Manchester, Cabinet Maker Man- 
hoster Bet March 17 Ord Maoh f 

Bou.ter, Rosert, Cleethorpes, Grocer "at Grimsby Pet 
March 37 Ord March 17 

Browsine, Joun Tuomas, Zieagete, Grocer Canterbury 

> Pet a> 18 . a 5 

UCK WALD. NRY, tom dy eneral Dealex Sunder 
land Pet March 18 Ord March 18 


Liverpool Pet 
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BurcHELL, ALFRED Grorer, Holloway 1d, eae Furnisher 
High Court Pet March19 Ord March 
CatverLey, WILLIAM oe Bentham, Yorks, Contractor 
Bradford Pet March 1 ‘Ord March 1 
Casz, Antoun Paw ey, nat. mg dl Barnstaple 
Pet March 18 Ord March 18 
Coorer. Joseru, jun, Rhiwderin, Mon, 5 Gardener 
Newport, Mon Pet March5 Ord March 
Cone ELL, WILLIAM Henry, Gee Cross, Hyde, Cheshire, 
dia Rubber Manufacturer Ashton under Lyne Pet 
Feb 23 Ord March 1 
Crichton, Frepericx. sold st, St Luke’s, Publican’s 
Manager High Court Pet March 19 Ord March 19 


Eurry, Antuur, Hove, Sussex, Builder Brighton Ord 
March 18 


Evans, Eowarp RicuArp, Wealdstone, Dairy Farmer St 
Albans Pet Feb 26 Ord March (6 

Evays, Lewis, Plasmarl, Swansea, Grocer Swansea Pet 
March 19 Ord March 19 

Gaxpy, Wirt1am Epwarp, Shipley, Yorks, vend 
Merchant Bradford Pet March17 Ord March 1 

Gizson, Water Leonarp, Loughborough, Leicester, Drug 
Dealer Leicester Pet March 17 Ord March 17 

oa, Gaston, Kettering, a ‘Northampton 

t March 5 Ord March 1 

Phevdey AmBROsE JESSE, Bt Peter’s pk, Paddington 
High Court Pet Jan 22 Ord March 1 

Greey, Cuances,and Georez Firta, Wellgate, Rotherham 
Yorks, Builders Sheffield Pet March 18 Ord March 18 

Hatter, Isapor, Dalston, Boot Manufacturer High 
Court Pet March 3 Ord March 18 

Hitimay, Daniet, and Joun Hampton, Kingswinford, 
Staffs, Millers Stourbridge Pet March 17 Ord March 17 

Joxas, Henry, Kensington Hall gdns High Court Pet 
March 18 Ord March 18 

Katrennos, Cuaistiax, John st, West Smithfield, Pro- 
vision Merchant High Court Pet Feb 9 Ord 
March 18 

Krywoop, Ricuarp, Brighton, Plumber Brighton Pet 
March 18 Ord March 18 

Kisste, Joun Roser, Gray’s inn rd, Furniture Dealer 
High Court Pet Marchi7 Ocd March 17 

Lrz, Tuomas, Hunslet, Leeds, Machine Broker Leeds 
Pet March 18 Ord March 18 





Marsuatt, Georez, and Caaruzs Henry Marsaa.., 
East Retford, Notts, Solicitors Lincoln Pet Murch 19 | 
Ord March 19 

Mazriys, Paitip Heney, Brighton, Boarding house Keeper | 

Brighton Pet March 17 Ord March 17 

Merewertuer, Francis Henry Suarron, Cheleea, Laundry | 
Proprictor High Court Pet March 19 Ord’ March 19 

Morcan, Morcan, Merthyr Tydfil, Grocer Merthyr ‘ydfi: | 
Pet March 8 Ord March 18 

Oay, Louis Harry, Brixton, Clerk 
March 18 Ord March 18 

Parker, Artuur, Swadlincote, Derby, Fruit Merchant | 
Burton on Trent Pet March 16 Ord March 16 

PERCIVAL, JAMES, igh, A ee, Hosier Bolton Pet 
March 17 Ord Mare 


Ramssotrom, Groree, Norwich, Poblican Norwich Pet | 
March 18 Ord March 

Rozerts & Co, Cuartes B Tooting Builders 
fret Feb 26 Ord March 1 

Rurtes,Rosert, West cechiend. County rs Builder 
Duham Pet March 18 Ord March 1 

SxakesHart, Epwakp, Southport, ey Seediins 
pool Pet March 18 Ord March 1 

Ssits, Jonn Rozart, Joz Groner * and WILLIAM 
Bravus Sarrn, Deeping St Nicholas, Lincs, Carriage | 
Builders Peterborough Pet. March 2 Ord March 18 

Tuomas, Patnip ALEXaNDER, South Hampstead, Consulting 
Eugineer High Court Pet Feb17 Ord March 17 { 


High Court Pet | 


Wandsworth 


Liver- 


Tuompsox, Epwarp, Gt Masviscbens ot, Silversmith High | a Pause Henry, 


Pet Court Peb'24 Ord March 
Tizzarp, WILL1AM Francis, ieaewesd, Bristol, Restaurant | 
Keeper Bristol Pet March 18 Ord March 18 | 
Trenter, Frank Arruvur, Woodbridge, oaere Cattle | 
Dealer Ipswich Pet March 4 Ord March 1 | 
Tyvrrety, Perer, ———. Fishmonger _ } 
Pet March 19 Ord March 1 | 
Tyzzer, Ricuarp, 8t Austell Cornwall, Mason Truro | 
Pet March 19 Ord March | 
Watts, Jemma Evetyy, ~~ aon, Dressmaker | 
Colchester Pet March 19 Ord March 1 | 
Witutams. Arraur Groras, Card ff, Licensed Victualler | 
Pet March 17 Ord March 17 } 
Wit.1ams, Humpeueey, New Kent rd. General Dealer High 
Court’ Pet March 19 Ord March 19 


Wrieut, ArTaur ay Potton, moan, Wheelwright | 
Bedford Pet March 18 Ord March 1 


FIRST MEETINGS. 


A.tsop, Atrrep James, Four Oaks, Sutton Co'’dield, War- 
wick, Landscape Gardener March 30 at 12 174, Cor- | 
poration st, Birmingham 

Bett, James Murray, Rue de Richelieu, Paris, Stock- 
broker April 7 at 12 Bankruptcy bidygs, Carey st 

Biacow, Auseet, Clitheroe, Lancs, Printer March 30 at 
11.15 Off Ree, 14, Chanel st, Preston 

Bsowny, Henry Ricaarp, Handsworth, Midliner March 30 
at 11 174, Corporation st, Barm‘ngham 

Brows, Roper Aut 180N, Newbus Grange, nr — ton, 
C ‘olliery Proprietor March 30at 11 Off Rec, 25 ohn | 
st, Sunderland | 

CaLVERLEY, Witt1am Henry, Bentham, Yorks, Contractor 
March 31 at 3.8) Off Rec, 29, Tyrrel st, Bradford 

Cross, Sovomon Haworth, Heysham. Morecambe, Plumber 
March 30 at 1045 Off Ree, 14, Chapel st, Preston 

Dopp, Samug., Brymbo, Denbigh, Labourer March 3) at 
1l Crypt chmbrs, Eastgate row, Chester 

Emery, Antaur, Hove, Sussex, Bailder Aprili3atil Off 
Ree, 4, Pavilion bldgs, Brigh’ ton 

Evans, Eowarp Ricaarp, Wealdstone, Dairy Farmer 
March 30 at 12 Off Rec, 14, Bedford row 

Fiemnc, Grorcz, Wolsingham, Durham, Boot Dealer 
March 80 at 3 Off Ree, 25, Juhn st, Sunderland 

Ganpy, Witu1AM Epwarp, Shipley. York:, Timber Merchant 
March 31at3 Of Rec, 29, Tyrrel st, Bradford 

Gzer, Epwarp ALEXANDER, Upper Park-tone, Dorset, | 
General Dealer March 31 at 12 30 Of Roe , City chmbra, 
Endless at, Salisbury | 

Gaeen, Rosert, Portadown rd, Maida Vale April 7 at 2.30 
Bankruptey bldgs, Carey st 

Green, Samvugt Tuomas, Iifo:d, Clerk March 314t12 14, 
Bedford row 

Havarp, Tuomas, Nantyglo, Mon, Mineral Water Manu- 
facturer March 30 at 1230 135, High st, Merthyr 


> mate. Barnsley, Accountant March 30 at 10.30 | 
Off Kec, 7, Regent st, Barnsley 

lJ —— same, Manchester, Commercial Traveller March | 

2.30 Of Rec, Byrom st, Manchester 

messin Ricuarp, Brighton, Plumber April 13 at 11. 30 | 
Off Rec, 4, Pavilion bidgs, Brighton 

Les, Tunas, Hunslet, Leeds, Machine Broker March 30 
at 11.30 Off Rec, 22, Park row, Leeis 

Lewis, ll Clifton hill, 8t John’s Wood. Licensed Vic- | 
tualler rch 8iatil Bankruptcy bldg:, Carey st | 

Lewis, Joun Hergsert, T wyncynghordy, ar Brynmawr, | 
Brecon, Colliery Peoprister March 30 at 12 135, High 
st, Merthyr Tydfil 

Lovearove, Atrrep Henry, Chalfoat 8t Peter's. Slough, | 
Carpenter April i4at 1230 Queen’s Hotel, Reading 








ton, Boarding house 
; a 14 at 10.45 of Rec, 4, Pavilion bldgs, 
action Beene, Derby, Grocer March 30 at 11 
Off Rec, 47, Fall st, Dechy 
a} Mloacan. Merthyr + Grocer March 31 at 12 
35, High st, Merthyr T 
diam Epw ARD THoMAS, Cones. Denbigh, Ironmonger 
Mar 30 at 3.15 Crypt ch.abrs, astgate row, Chester 
Peace, Tom, Cudworth, nr Barnsley, Grocer March 30 at 
10 Off Rec, 7, Regent st, 
Percivat, James, Leigh, Lancs, Hosier March3lat3 19, 
Exchange st, Bolton 
RanpDatt, Wituiam Ricwagp, oatyeat, Solicitor March 
30at8 117, St Mary st, Cardiff 


| Ricuarps, Ausgrt, Rocester, Staffs, Grocer March 31 at 


12 Off Rec, 47, Fall st, Derby 

Rosg, Samvet, Swansea, Greengrocer March 31 at12 Off 

Ree, 31, Alexandra rd, Swansea 

Rows, Joun Apert, Egremont, Chester, Dairyman 
March 30 at 2.30 ‘Of Rec, 35, Victoria st, ‘Liverpool 

Suaces, Wituram, Leeds, Labourer March 30at 11 Off 
Rec, 22, Park row, Leeds 

| Sur, Wituram, Walsall, Saddler March 30 at 12 Of 
Res, Wolverhampton 

| Spooner, Basix, Uhesterfield, Plumber March 30 at 2 

Hotel, Chesterfield 

| Srayiey, Grorce Taorrs, Manchester, Fish Salesman 
March 30at3 Off Rec, Byrom st, Manchester 

Steer, Beannaro, Commercial rd, St ‘George’s in the East, 
Hosier March 30at11 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 


| Summers, Jonny, East Ardsley, Yorks, Bricklayer 


at li Off Ree, 6, Bond ter, Wakefield 

Tayor, Georaz, Earley Rise, Reading, Baker April l4at 
12 Queen's Hotel, , Reading 

Taomas, Pumir ALEXANDER, South Hampstead, Engineer 
April 7 at 12 Bankruptcy blig: bligs, Carey st 

Taomrson, Epwaarp, Gt Mary. st, Silversmith March 
8uat12 Bankruptcy bids, gs, Cuey st 

Tissot, Davin, Liverpool, General ler March 30 at 12 
Off Ree, 35, Victoria st, Liverpool 

Tr Ricaarp, St Austell, Cornwall, Mason March 31 
at12 Off Rec, Boscawen ’st, Truro 

Wiiuams, Agtuur Gsorgcr, Canton, Cardiff, Glam, 
Licenced Victualler March 31 at 11.30 117, "st Mary 
st, C. 

| Winutans, EuizasetH Asn, Nantymoel, nr Bridgtnd, 
Draper March 30at12 117, St Mary st, Cardiff 

| Wiourams, Frayx Husox, West Kirkby, Chester, Builder 

Svat2 Off Rec, 35, Victoria st, Li 
| Wittams, Perer Joxes,, Beaumaris, Anglesey, Grocer 
30 at 11.15 Crypt chmors, Mastgate row, 

Chester 


ADJUDICATIONS. 


Apamsox, Grorcz Pescevat, Birmingham Birmingham 
Pet Feb5 Ord March 17 

Atmwonp, Faayk Aurego, + Cycle Dealer Wigan 
Pet March 19 Ord March 

| Asuptant, WILLIAM GILBERT, , Devon, Manure 

erchant Barnstaple Pet Feb 10 Ord March 18 

| Barrer, Gusnean, Dorchester, aaa Hawker Dorchester 
Pet March 19 Ord March 1 

Bennetr, WILuiaM JvuBN, Narbiton, Sarrey Kingston, 

Pet Aug 22 Ord March 15 

ivy, Cheeth Manchester, Cabinet Maker 

ester Pet 17 Ord March 17 

Bowney, Joun Freperick, Lincoln’s +7 fields, Solicitor 
ma Pet Feb 8 Ord March 18 
ae +e so Hersert, Richmond Wandsworth Pet 
an 14 March 17 


Boom, 








KING’S COLLEGE, LONDON. 


ONDON INTERMEDIATE and FINAL 
4 LL.B. and SOLICITORS’ INTERMEDIATE 
EXAMINATIONS. Classes for the above are held at the 
College in the evenings. 
Solicitors’ Intermediate and Final LL.B. Class meets on 
April 25th. 
* Intermediate LL.B. Class meets on April 27th. 
Roman Law Digest for Final LL.B., Oct. 1904, meets on 
A ril 29th. | 
‘or full particulars apply to the Sxcrerary, King's 
College, Strand, W.C. 


| —H. B.. care of “ Solicitors’ Journal ” Office, 27, Chancery- 


AW. — Advertiser, aged 34, 16 years’ 

experience, Desires Re-engagement ; good Account- 

ant, and experienced in Conveyancing, Probate, Estate and 

Succession Duty Accounts, Trusts, and Costs.—Address 
J. RB. Davry, 37, Egbert-road, Winchester. 


[ AW .— Solicitor (Honours) Desires Clerk- 


ship in a Conveyancing and General Practize in 





London or Provinces ; London preferred ; moderate salary. 
lane, W.C. 


AW.—GREAT SAVING. — For prompt 
he per cent. will be taken off the following 


s. d. 
Abstracts Copied eve 0 8 per sheet. 
Briefs and Drafts pam 2 3 per 20 folios. 
Deeds Round Hand ° .. 0 2 per folio. 
Deeds A! 2 O per sheet. 
Full Copies 0 2 per folio. 


PAPER. Foolscap, 14. per sheet; Draft, gd. ditto; 
. 6d. per skin. 


KERR & LANHAM, 16, Furnival-street, Holborn, E.C. 





R. F. F. MONTAGUE, LL.B., continues 

to PREPARE for the SOLICITORS’ FINAL and 

INTERMEDIATE EXAMINATIONS; payment by result. 

— Particulars on application, personally’ or by letter, at 93, 
Chancery Lane, Ww. 





| AW.—Managing Clerk (unadmitted), many 
4 years’ London experience, General and Outdoor; 
disengage d about Easter; willing to work under super- 
vision ; excellent references —W. W., 47, Barnsdale-road, 
Maida Hill W. 


| AW. — Solicitor (35) Desires Managing 
4 Clerkship; this country or abroad; fitteen years’ 
experience Town and Country in all branc hes, includin 

duties of Justices Clerk, Advocacy, Indian, Civil, an 

Criminal ( Lead highest references. — Apply, . E 
DaumMonp Hay, 8, Bennett-stroet, Ba'h. 


$b ak. OF SHEFFIELD. 


The © anpere ‘ion of Sheffield : are prepared to 
CEPT LOANS ON MORIGAGE 
for a Pr a exceeding five years, or subject fo six 
months’ notice. 
terms for sums of o 00) and upwards.—Address, 
FISHE ae ee. 








N ANAGING CLERK, aged 40, Seeks Re- 
i en ment ; has passed Final; 19 years’ experience 
in all kinds of litigation ; well versed in Court and Chamber 
Practice; does not require supervision; excellent refer- 
ences.— Responsibitity, 6, Lordship-parade, Lordship-lane, 
Bruce-grove, N. 


jBEEHOLD GROUND-RENTS verying 
from £12 123. per annum to £600 per annum, 
secured upon sound property, for Sale at prices from 21 


years’ purchase and upwards. —Mesirs. Davip Buayxetr 
Co.'s r of over 50 Parcels may be had at their Offices, 
15, Nich lane, E.C. 





LAW. COSTS in all de apentmncete Drawn 

and Settled, from papers or otherwise, for Delivery or 
Taxation ; moderate terms ; ; experienced draftsman, holding 
highest testimonials ; London and Provinces.—Lex , care of 
Hatton & Son, 81, Chancery-lane, we. 


WOLSOSTORS and Others Seeking Outlets 

for uniuvested Capital by way of M: wigage, &e., are 
invited to apply to the Manager of the Auction Land and 
Emate Dept., Lonpoy anp Paris Excuanar, Lrp., 41 & 43, 
Coleman-sareet, Londun, EC. A number of excellent 
Securities may be heard of, and the strictest inquiry courted. 











Town Hall, Sheffield. 


City Treasurer. 


T° SOLICITORS and Others.—Good Light 
Offices to Let in Queen Victoria-street, one minute 

from Mansion House, most central ition, 

y letter, to Jupp’s 


vy or 
ADVERTISING On & Queen Vietoria-atrest, E.C. 








(} VERESEY. —Gentleman Farmers or 

Speculators or Partner with capital interested in the 
formation of a Model G Dairy oF Stock 
Farm on the Island, also in the Growing Indus » are 
invited to correspo ad with T. pz Mov tLP1gsp, Hon. Seer 
tary, G.R.A.S. Herd Book, St. Peter Port. 


£50) () to £25,000, or Upwards.—Loans 
v Y co pment t mortgage can be immediately 

——S good Freebol a 8 or aor or clgibie Steust — 
Weeklies ach euetainel. "he trad tenia, — : 


Wiuas P. ye "Solicitor, Pinner’s Hall, 
Winchester-street, on E.C. 
-. class Freehold or long 


£18, z18.000. vided.—Taustse, care of “  Soliliors" 


Journal” Chancery-lane, W.C. 








to be Lent on Mortgage on 
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Rosert, Cleethorpes, Grocer Gt Grimsby Pet 
ee Ord March 17 


Brzagizy, James Barnes, Willoughby Rectory, nr 
Lu , Leicester Leicester Pet Jan 22 Ord 


March 8 
Brown, Henry Ricaarp, Handsworth, Milliner Birming- 
ham Pet March 3 Ord March 19 


BuckwaLp, Henry. Sunderland, General Dealer Sunder- 
land Pet March 18 Ord March 18 

Burowevt, Atrrep Grorce, Holloway, House Furnisher 
High Co 


urt Pet March19 Ord March 19 

CatvesLey, Witu1am Hewyry, Bentham, Yorks, Contractor 
Bradford Pet March 18 Ord March 18 

Casz, ArTHur Pawisy, Ilfracombe, Grocer Barnstaple 
Pet March 18 Ord March 18 

Cuamp, W1LL1aM, Kentish Town, Fruiterer High Court 
Pet Feb 16 Ord March 18 - 

Cuarke, Georce Bentiry, Edgbaston, Birmingham, 
Builder Birmingham Pet Dec18 Ord Deo 18 

CricuTon, Faepsricx, St Luke’s, Publican’s Manager 
High Court Pet March 19 Ord March 19 

Exvpeyx, Anmanpus, 8t Mary Axe, Shipping Merchant High 
Court Pet Feb5 Ord March 18 

Emzry. Artnvur, Hove, Sussex, Builder Brighton Ord 
March 19 

Evans, Lewis, Plasmarl, Swansea, Grocer Swansea Pet 
Marcht9 Ord March 19 

Ganpy, Witu1am Epwarp. Shipley, Timber Merchant 
Bradford Pet March 17 Ord March 17 

Gipson, WALTER LEONARD, owe Leicester, Drug 
Dealer Leizester Pet March17 Ord March 17 

Green, Coar.es, and Grorer Firtn, Rotherham, Yorks, 
Builders Sheffield Pet March 18 Oad March 18 


Harpy, Jamzs Turner, Sheffield Sheffield Pet Nov 18 
March 18 


Ord 


Heywoop, Ricuarp, Brighton, Plumber Brighton Pet 
March 18 Ord March 18 


Hrirman, Danier, and Joun Hampton, Kingswinford, 
3, Millers Stourbridge Pet March 17 Ord 
March 17 
Lez, Tuomas, Hunslet, Leeds, Machine Broker Leeds Pet 
March 18° Ord March 18 
Lezs, Matitpa, Birmingham Fruit Merchant 
ham Pet Feb16 Ord March 13 
Makrtiss, Puiiire Henry, Brighton, Boarding house Keeper 
Brighton Pet March 17 Ord March 17 
MereweEtTseER, Francis Henry Suarion, Chelsea, Laundry 
ietor High Court Pet March19 Ord March 19 
Morean, Moncan, Merthyr Tydfil, Grocer Merthyr Tydfil 
Pet March 8 Ord March 19 


Birming- 


Muwpy, Rosert Caaries Goprrey, Streatham Wands- | 


worth Pet Nov10 Ord March 17 

Orme, Juuia, Lozells, Birmingham, Draper Birmingham 
Pet March 2 Ord March 17 

Louis Harry, Brixton, Clerk High Court Pet March 

8 Ord March 18 

Pagkek, ArtHuR, Swadlincote, Derby, Fruit Merchant 

Burton on Trent Pet March 16 Ord March 16 

Perceval, James, Leigh, Lancs, Hosier Bolton Pet March 
17 Mar-zh 17 

Ramssottom, Grorcr, Norwich, Publican Norwich Pet 
March 18 O1d March 18 

RanpDay, Witiiam Ricuarp, Bridgend, Solicitor Cardiff 
Pet Feb 10 Ord March 17 

Rutter, Rosgat, We t Auckland, Durham, Builder Dur- 
ham Pet March 18 Ord March 18 

Sprzicut, Davip, Taomas Speicut, and Josep Sreicur, 
Leeds, Paviors Leeds Pet Feb19 Ord March 17 

Spencer Strantky Eowarp, Aberdeen Park, H'ghbury, 
Aeronaut High Court Pet Feb6 Ord March 18 

Spours. Joseru ILktnson, Dudley, Northumberland, 
Publican Newcastle on Tyne Pet Jan8 Ord March 18 


Tizzarp, W1i.14M Francis, Kingswood, Bristol. Restaurant 
Ki Bristol Pet March 18 Ord March 18 

Travit, Bensamin, Highgate rd, Kentish Town, General 
Merchant High Court Pet March11 Ord March 18 

TyeretL, Pzrer, Altrincham, Fishmonger Manchester 
Pet March 19 Ord March 19 

Tyzzer, Ricaarp, St Austell, Cornwall, Mason 
Pet March 19 Ord March 19 

Vai, James, Gt Yarmouth High Court Pet Jan6 Ord 
March 17 


Ory, 
1 


Truro 


Wasuinctoxy, Tuomas, Aldrington, Sussex, Contractor 
ighton Pet March 12 Ord March 17 

Watts, Jemma Evetyn, Halstead, Essex, Dressmaker 
Colchester Pet March19 Ord March 19 

Wiuiams, Artour Georcse, Canton, Cardiff, Licensed 
Victualler Cardiff Pet Marchi7 Ord March 17 

‘Wiiu1ams, Humpnrey, New Kent rd, General Dealer High 
Court Pet March 19 Ord March 19 


Annual Subscriptions, WHIOH MUST BE PAID 
IN ADVANCE: SoLicrTrors’ JOURNAL and 
WEEKLY REPORTER, Wrapper, 52s., 
post-free. SoLiciTors’ JOURNAL only, 26s. ; 
Country, 288. ; Foreign, 30s. 4d. WEEKLY 
REPORTER, in Wrapper, 268.; Country or 
Foreign, 28s. 








in 


Where difficulty is experienced in procuring the 
Soutorrors’ JouRNAL with regularity it is 
requested that application be made direct to 
the Publisher, at 27, Chancery-lane. 


Volumes bound at the Ojffice—cloth, 2s. 9d. ; half 
law calf, 5s. 6d. 





| and Abuse of Drugs. 


| 


Inebriety and the Abuse of Drugs. 


PLAS ~ YN ~ DINAS, 
Dinas Mawddwy, Merioneth. 


Gentlemen of the Upper 
Glasses only. 
TERMS: From 81x Guingas A WEEK. 
Shooting—Well preserved, over 22,000 acres. 
ishing-— 24 miles, including trout, servin, and salmon. 
References— 
Dr. Gro. Savace, 3, Henrietta-street, Cavendish- 
Dr. D1 fone, 26, Cavendish-square, W. 
For Prospectus, &c., apply— 
Or. M. WALKER, 
Plias-yn- Dinas, 


Treatment or INEBRIETY. 
DALRYMPLE HOUSE. 


RICKMANSWORTH, HERTS. 
For Gentlemen, under the Act and privately. 
For Terms, &c., apply to 
F. 8. D. HOGG, M.R.C.8., &c., 
Medical Superintendent. 
Telephone: P.O. 16, RickMANsSWORTH. 


INEBRIETY. 


MELBOURNE HOUSE, LEICESTER. 
PRIVATE HOME FOR LADIES. 

Medical Attendant: ROBERT SEVESTRE, M.A., 
M.D. (Camb.). Principal: H. M. RILEY, Assoc. Soc. 
Study of Inebriety. Thirty years’ Experience. Excellent | 
Legal and Medical References. For terms and particulars 
apply Miss RILEY, or the Principal. 

TeLecrapuic Appress: ‘* MEDICAL, LEICESTER.” 


Licensed under the Inebriates Acts, 1879-99. 





For 


J.P., 
Dinas Wawddwy. 














BUNTINGFORD HOUSE RETREAT, 
BUNTINGFORO, HERTS. | 


For the Treatment of Gentlemen suffering from age | 
In a most healthy, picturesque, and | 
secluded part of the country, 14 hours from 


Heated by hot-water apparatus. Electric — throughout. 

Healthy employment and recreation. Workshops, Poultry | 
Farm, Gardening, Cricket, Tennis, Golf, Library, Music, | 
Billiards, Dark Room for Photography, &c. Patients may | 


| enter under the Acts or privately. Terms: 14-3 Guineas. | 


Electric Light and Heat Baths, &c.—Apply to 
ResipENT Mepica SuPERINTENDENT Or SECRETARY. 


BRAND'S 
MEAT JUICE 
FOR INVALIDS. 


Prepared from the Finest Meat only. 





In Fiasks, price 2/6. 
SOLD EVERYW HERE. 


BRAND & CO., Limited, MAYFAIR, W. 





An admirable Food of the 


ye | tained and 
| about 400 feet above sea-level; 10$ acres of grounds. 





EPPS’S 


Finest quality and flavour. 


COCOA 


Nutritious and Economical. 


FOR TREATMNT OF INEBRIETY AND 
ABUSE OF DRUGS. 


MABIE HOUSE, 
Near DUMFRIES, SCOTLAND. 
FOR LADIES ONLY. 


MepicaL ATTENDANT: 
J. BROWNLEE SHAW, M.B., C.M. (Edin.), 


Ess: 
“ 





For Terms, &c., apply, a 
Mrs. CORNER, Mabie House, Dumfries. 7 
Telegraphic Address—* REST, DUMFRIES.” "i 


FULEXANDER & SHEPHEARD, 


LimiTeo, i 





PRINTERS, 
LAW and PARLIAMENTARY. 


| PARLIAMENTARY Britis, Minutes or Evipencr, Booxs 


REFERENCE, STATEMENTS OF CLAIM, ANSWERS, &c., &o, 


BOOKS, PAMPHLETS, MAGAZINES, § 
NEWSPAPERS, d 


and all General aud Commercial Work, 


Every description of Printing 


Printers of THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL 
and WEEKLY REPORTER, 


NORWICH STREET, FETTER LANE, LONDUN, £.¢, 4 


ATENTS.—Mr. F. W. GOLBY, A.I.M.E., © 
M.8.A., Patent Agent (late of H.M. Patent Offices), ~ 
36, Chencery-lane, London, W.C. Letters Patent ob- 
Registration effected in all parts of the 
World. Oppositions conducted. Opinions and Searches 
as to novelty. 








GYPTIAN HALL.—England’s Home -of 
Mystery. Established 30 years.— Lessee and Manager, 
Mr. J. x. Maskelyne.—-DAILY, at Three and Kight, the — 
Christmas Programme, brimful of fun, wonder, and novelty 
er the greatest mystery of modern times, entitled 
“ WELL, I'M !!” Invented by Herr Valadon. The 
mechanism devised by Mr. Nevil Maskelyne. 

THE PHILO3OPHER’S STONE.—In consequence of 
the great favour with which the Merry Magical Romance 
has been received it will remain in the programme, 

A new and beautiful series of Animated Photographs. 

Prices 5s., 38., 2.,and 1s. Children under 12 half-price. 





S. FISHER, 


188, Strand. 





ACCIDENTS or att kinds. 


EMPLOYERS’ LIABILITY, ACCIDENT & DISEASE (Small Pox, Scarlet Fever, 
Typhoid, Diphtheria, Appendicitis, &c.), BURGLARY & FIDELITY INSURANCE. 


RAILWAY PASSENGERS’ ASSURANCE CO., 


Established 1849. 





64, CORNHILL, LONDON 


Claims paid £4,600,000. 
A. VIAN, Seeretary. 











